




SELECTIONS FROM THE RECORDS OF THE BOMBAY 

- GOVERNMENT. 

XXXl,—Xw S^ttEs. 


COKEESrONDEXCE EXIllBITIKB THE RESULTS-Oi' 

THE SCRUTINY 

BY THE INAm COMMISSION 


OK Trii: 


LISTS OF DECCAK SURTN.TAMS 

PKEPARKli IN 1S44 BY THE AGENT FOR SIRDARS, MR 
WARDEN, ANI> REVISED IfNUER ORDERS FROM 
CJOVEUNMENT IN 1847 BY IIJS SUCCESSOR, 

MR, BROWN;^ 


CONTAINING, AI,*iO, , 


THE PllOOEEDIHGS 


WHICH TIAVK TAKEN PLACE ItEdAHIHNG TIJLSK IIOLIHNGS FROM 
THE. iNTUODLiCTlON Ul BRITISH RUIrE TO TJIl^; PKESLVT 
PERIOD, AND Tlfp] RCLKS BY AVlUf II THEIR 
CONTJNflANCE IS NOW REGULATI^Da 


0 m b a p ' 

^I^T^TED FOR OOVfiRyKENT 

I I 


AT rim 

BOMIIAY EDUCAl'lDM StfCIETY'S PnES.'i. 


18.50. 




SCRUTINY OF THE EEVtSED SjURINJAM 

AND PENSION LISTS. 


No. ilOb OF 1855, 

Mouth;AL DjLE>Aiif.\iJiNT. * 

From Cuptiiiii T, A, Coyvi'eh, ^ 

IriLtm Commissioner Noi tlK'iTi Divii^ioUj 

To IL L. A NIlEllSON, EsC],, 

Secretiiry to OovcnnneTit, liomkiy. 

Datf'd Octvbcr I^Ohj* 

Sm,—I liuvo tlie honour to submit for tlic 
ct>n-'^iiIoriLtbn Of Government tlie result of tli^ 

Sciutiny, in S 9 f-M: it iias as yet pmeeixk;!!, of 
tie Uevised Surmjam and Mciisitfti Lists, 

11 . iu his letter No. 174^ dated tlio XJtU of 
Jiniiiavy JB511^*'the Inana Commissioner, Mr.. 

Hurt, elearly'' showed three viilngcSj dcsevilied in 
th^^ Revised JJsta as the lieredltary ftitririjam," 
ol tf/e Knddam Banday_ family, to liave hocri* 
most improperly*cuterral as^fiucl] ; aml^ in* coii- 
diidingthis report, Mr. Hart stilted,— 

** I am informed t^jiut there arc* some eases 
ctmnected vvilii the revised Siirinjain ‘lisUs iu 
ivJiidi erfors and overskhU have ocenrrcii of 
even a graver nature tiian those nojicecMn tjic 
case of the Kuddum Banday family. 

3 . Go ver 11 men tj on recci vin g tli is iJiformatiou, 
issued the following instructions*,:— , ** 

“ I am at (lie same time desired toliequcst 
tliat yon will Tcpoft ip detail^ in sep^CratJ letters, 
at yonr convenience^ upon each of the cases in 


Dsirngjupfy ■! fKt't'liiel 
Sci'rciiuy’a iL'ttiT No. 
ihiU'd lilt: 

i 






t]i<^ revised iSuriiijam lists watii reforeiico to 
wli ieiV you state in your last j>aragra[>]i tluit 
you hive been informed eiTors and oversights 
of even a KniA'cr nature lliniKtlie one tio^v 
* brouglit to notice exist.” 

4, On the l&t of the fullo^diig moiitli Govern^ 
ment dt^^ired the Inam Com ridsHioner mIso ti* 


4 


l‘rir|l”|Jl[hl]h 1 fle Jof 
Ku, 4*2VX lEiii 1st' 

OiltobtJ* 


test tile iiccuraey ttf the Revised Lisj,s^of Pensions 
snp|i]cmortal to the Sitrinjam Lists above refer-' 
i^d to. The Govcnmient ordpr is below , trai- 
scribed* :— 

4 

•* Asyoti have fri jonr lotL( r No. ds tod 
tliu 21st Ati trust last, Given GovcniTiieiit reason 
''to believe that the. revised Stiriitjam lists sub¬ 
mitted to (roverniiicnt by Mr, Brown. hiU: 
An-ent for Sirdars tn rbe Oeeenn, under date 
the 2(>tli October lW47, contain inuiiy grav'; 
errors affecting the iiitcicsts of Ciovcriitncnt, 
till! Right llonoridde the Guvi^rrior in Council 
. considers it possible that similar errors h^iy 
hav^: been coniiuittcd in ijic* lists subsequently 
prepared bv that gian.lt iiutn (siipplcnif ii'tal to 
the aliovc) of penshms ii;riiiitL;d* by the British 
* (h>veriiment in coinmiibitlcnf of iSLirinJuins 
held previous and siih^^cquent to the }'^ar 
ITrjL 

I ■■ ■* 

** 2. I am, thereJore, desired to transmlil: to 
yoR in original the whole of the prncecding& 
connocted with.these snpplemenkd lists, and to 
request that you will ]/c good enough, at your 
carl}’" convenience, to test their accuracy and 
report the rcsnll to Oovcriiment,”^ 

*5. *I W'ijl now proceed to describe each of the 
entiq/^s hi the Revised Surinjam Lists which have 
bf:en found to he materially erroneous, lettering 
eftCli ca&e in the fuargin of tliis report, and^ afford¬ 
ing Appendix a list of the* correspondence 

regarding k^which is on tiie records of Govern¬ 
ment. 
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fj. * To rondov intclligibic the ahstpact I am 
aliour. to give of each ceisc, i must expiSiin the 
jirinccflrs accoifling to ^vhich tlie Ifljiior;3blc 
tJourt of nivectoi's decided that.tJie coiitiijnanco 
of Deccan iSuriiiJiims shonlJ be regu1at«?d, and 
conforfiiity to ^vhkih tlie Revised LhtA were pro- 
fc&sctll}h framed* Those principles wevc,^ 

l.^^*—all Stiniijams granted prior fo 
A* i>. or held in coninujtatioi^ for aiiy- 

so granted, should be coiisidcted heredi¬ 
tary’^ * 

* IJW.—That all Snrinjams granted between 
A. D. 17G] and 179G should he continued to 

the holder at the intrudiictkm of British rule, 

* ♦ 

and for one generation further, with n pension 
of liEilf the net preecedij of the Sniinjani to the 


, third genera tloin 

all StirhijaTns gmtited after a, n* 
—tliAt is to say all yunijjains graufetl hy 
. - the last Peshwa, Bajee liao,—sliould he conti; 
nued to the l|ohlerpt the inirodiidtiou of British 
rufe, after Ids (]eHt]( a perision'or Jialf the net 
proceeds heiitg griiiited lo th<? next genernitunn 

7: Tlie first base retpiiring nofice is that of tlic 
Kchldiioi Baiulay fainily,’^ to wliieh allusion has 
alrii^d^' hecii iinide.'j Here lliieo villages, of the, 
estimated value of upwai^ls of Rs.*3,300, were. 
IbuLid cntei'cJ in the Suriiyana lists as grants 
made before a. in 1701, held Jd the hrcakiiig out 
of the war with tiie Pcsjiwa, and, therefore, eou- 
tlnnable lieieditaiily ; whereas these villtigcs had 


been resunfed hy the Resinva long before tlic 
breaking out of the war ; liad remained so %-supi- 
cd up to the close of tlie I'eslivva’s l ule ; -and'liail 
at the introtfuction of the British Oovernment 
been restoreiljiAs an act uf grace^ for the Iitet^i.e 
only of the tlion iiicumhcnts; added tQ^'which, 
the tenure on wdiich they liad been lield iwas not 
Sarinjani, and, niorcuver, not one of ihein liad 


!■ Pnriij;riLi>li 2 cir ttiis. 
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been granted on any tenure at all luitll after 

A. n. i-fei. 

Ofie extraordinary feature in this case was 
that tbe Agent for Sirdars, Mr/ Warden, hadf 
€^tcr erroneously entering them in his Surinjam 
Lists of 1844, correctly and clearly de^enbed 
their condition, and every circumstance connected 
with them, in a report submitted to Government 
on the 26th of July of the following year ; and^ 
yet, WJtli tWis last letter on record, the vijlages 
were again entered in tlie Revised Lists, and 
entered under circumstances of greatly aggra^ 
vated error. 

,9. Even with the Inam Commissioner’s clear 
report before liim^ tlie Agent, Mr, Brown, at¬ 
tempted to uphold the double mistake which had 
been committed^ The real state of the case was, 
however, fully exposed by the luam Commis¬ 
sioner, whose last report on the subject led to tlie 
cxpuncLion of tlic villages from’ the Surinjapi 
Lists, under tlie orders of Government, approved 
of by the Hotforable Court, of Directors in tlie 
following terms:— 


I 

I 


“ From a comparison of Mh Hart’s reports 
on this subject wdth those of Mr. Brown;' it 
would seem that altlioiigli the four \dllf'ge 5 
claimed by tlie Kiidduin Banday faruily ' were 
known not to ii» VC been in their possession 
previous to 17£1, three of these villages ’^vere, 
nevertheless, by somt; coiiatruction which we 
cannot understand, considered to have formed 
an integral ‘part* of a large Surinjam iicld 
^priefr to that date, and were, tlierefore, inserted 


fh Class f, of the revised lists as hereditary* 
Since, however,*the large Surinjam in question 
consisted solely of a portion of- the Mokassa 
Um«[s of the Purgnnas of JJundoorlbar and 
Soolianpoor, it could not possibly include any 
villages. *The villages* in question were not 



]}art of this SurinjstTn, but ’were glinted one 
ill 17o2, tlie two otliers in 1702, and tften not' 
in f.oinmutation of any previous S^irinja’m, 

The four viliages, moreover, hod been confis¬ 
cated by tlie Pcsliwa on tlie groutid of rebelj 
lion* before the breaking out of the war. The 
family had, therefore, no claim to be again 
]>ut in posMSsion of them after the conquest. 

In consideration, however, of their former rank 
^ and importance, and tlieir distressed circiim* 
stances, the villages were roslored to them on 
life^teillirc ; but the insertion in Class 1, was 
altogether erroneous, and reflects discredit on 
the manner in which the lists were prcpnirc^ ; 

*nor can we exempt Mrl Brown's most un¬ 
satisfactory letter of explanation, dated 11th 
^ October IS/il, from similar ccnsui'c/’ 

10- The next case is that of Moreshwur Dixit 
Mu nob nr,* whose Surinjam, valued at about * App‘"iJix B. 

per annum, was declared hereditary by 
the Honorable Cotirt^on groundsdesenbedio them 
as sjtccjal, but ’vilnuli in reality liild never existed* 

The error^whioJi was committed is clearly pointed 
out-m the llonotable Court’s order (below tran* 

^dribed), directing the cxpnnction of the lioldiiig 
froi^n the list of hereditary Surinjams 

’ Wg conj^entcJ to recognise the Surinfanv 
of Mqrcshwur^Dixit as heyeflitary (although of 
later‘date * than 175J) on the distinct state¬ 
ment by Mr* Warden and by Mr! liroivn that 
the Sunud contained words of inlieritance. 

From Captain Cowper’s letter dated 2 l 3 t 
September 1852, and Mr. Warden’s letter of 
explanation dated 9tli December J852, it 
appears tliWe were no expriSs words of infjerit- 
ance, and -that the view which Mr, Warden 
took of the case depended on a disput^le and 
disputed interpretation of the word.*Netemee,' 
stated by Mr, Warden liiinself to bij literally 



I. 


* AjnpoiiLll:c C* 


■f Appciijk 


a 

i 

i 

('fpiivulfitit to 'consfan^ly' or *reg;ularly.' *Con- 
■ sklciiii^ till:? ciiicumstanco, jmd also that tlie 
Sui'injani ls n mere Palkee allowance, we are 
quite satished thtit it ought not to be lieredi- 
* tury/^ 

ll. The Surinjarn of Tnmbukjee Rajay Bhos- 
ley,* of the estimated annual value of Rs.- 
was described in tlie Revised Ijists as a grant 
made before a, t>. and as one proved by 

tlio Peshwai^s records to have existed in tlie tiny' 

■ ri ■ 

of the Sattani Riijns ; the fact being that'it was 
neither granted nor held before a. d. t'75l, ^lor 
Ibr tweiitv-six vears afterwards; anti all thb 

V 

bejng correctly recorded in Air, Eljddnstone's 
Lists of 1810, and hi those subse([ueutly prepared 
l)y the Agent for Sirdars in 18;J4, 

12* Oovcrumciit, on being niudu acquaintofl 
with tlic foregtniig facts, pointed oat to the Jiiain 
Commissioner fhilt tlio last liolder of the Sviriri- 
jam liavififT tlletl without male issue, orders^ for 

C 7 i 

■ ' 

its resumption had been issued ini the J)th March 
1852. Oovernnient, ln>\vever, deemed it ad vis- 

9 

able to forward to tiie Agent for .Sirdars a cojiy 
of the Juam Commis^ioucr^s coTnmunieation, in 
order thitt there should bo a record in his (thq 
Agent’s) olhee of the enoueous nature of the Jii- 
hmnatloii continued in tiio Revised iSnrilljaiii 
Lists (jf iS4 i and LS47 relative To*this grant* 

J'J* Tlio tJvirinjain ofCijimnajee VituI Pooruii- 
diiuree/l’ entered in the Revised Lists as iin here¬ 
ditary Jiplding, consisted of tvvo jjoi'cioiiri, situated, 
one in the Ileccan, and tlie other in Nimar : the 
erroiiefiis natuiio of The entry rogajdiog the Ni- 
of the estimated value of Hs* 3,000, 
was leported to (ioverniiient in tAe following 
te^Qis : — 

“The Honorable Court sceni to have'passed 
'this 'ded^ioii on tlie erroneous inforiniition 
afiorded to"them in the Ve^iseJ lists, that ‘ by 
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Ein ovGrsij^hi, this portion of tlic Siirinjam was 
retained by Government when the ronieiuder 
was ^tiiored to tlie present Siiriiijamda* in a, n. 

* 1840,—‘Sonods and Chor Chittcc!^ are in the 
possession of tliis person’ ; wliereas^ so f;id 
fronf the above portion of the Surinjum Ijavln^' 
been ‘retained by Oovernment througli any 
oversif^ht, i^ts restonition had been fully dis- 

■ enssed on ike Af/cui*fi rvpi'cscntalioit^ in 1841, 
liad been jJecisively negative! by tlio 
Gowrnment of India, wliifth decision hod 
bfcii cflrmnimicsitcd to tlie A^eiit for ^Sirdars 
on tho 7th October 1641, in the Political 
Secrctiiry^s letter No. 2775*” 

14* The entry rcf^ardiiif:^ the Beccan portion of 
this Snrinjam turned out, on iinjuiry, to be even 
Jiiorc erroneous tlian the one described in tlie 
piTccding ■pai’cLgrapli, and it became apparent 
tliat the most barefaced fraud must have been 
t^^^dnitted in tiic A^ent^s Office, resultinjr [q tha 
entry of a portion of the Deccan Surinjam/of the 
annndl .VxtIuc of nearly Rs* l,4^)0, as a grant 
made befoNo 1751, when, in reality, it iVTis not 
granted until affer that period* 

* '15* No oi’tlers* liave as yet been received front 

Govjt^rnmeiJt in regard to either the Nimar or the- 
Dcccan portion of this Siiniijain- * # 

16. The Sariiijam of Buj eajee bin Huntnunt 
Rao Bllandwulkur/| of the nurmal value of 
Rs* 480, was entered in tl^e Revised Lists as a grant 
made before a. d- 1751, and without any'further 
remark whatever. It was left to he inferred that 
the Surinjarn had btien held from ^hc date 
grant up to the breaking out of the war vrith’the 
Peshwa, 

* 

17. Such,-bow ever, was very far from beftrg 

the ease, as wilUbe seen from the follo\Ving ex¬ 
tract;!: from a report submitted to Gov-emment on 
the suljjcct:— * * * , 


^ fjflTfirnmpiiit Imvoh 
luiiU-i’ nii‘ Util ^liby 

tlml tliv 
Niinnr Sii iil 1^111(1 

hfi liiinlli Erih|pr]Tic'iL <if 
iiTttlur tlk ■ orit:r> of iIkt 
J lOIIPfllblC Clf)hlTt fU 
] nn'cl iIiilL i Iil! 

pvptinp] irliO Dufii'LLii 

Si otijutn nUcr 

A l>. 

]ievv=rtcj lmv« imi hir¬ 

ed IjcrcTLlitnrr', ^l][ 1 Ll]:d 
iiOHV Iju^ti'fljiaTura'td Ut 
tlic (]b!ts to wliicli it; 

nnil trctttiJil ue;- 
cardiEi^tyP 


f Aj^pcaJiK Ft 


J Paraj^FflTjhs iL^nml 
t]u'! Apaijitaiit hinm 
CuniTni^sLuner (jaiAnin 
Cowper’l Repart, No* 
jjOOj of thr iJ7tli of 

October 



s 


* 


* Since receiTcd in 
paragn^hi 11 & 12 (be¬ 
low ) of tlFeir 

political AcBpQtcIi !No, 
27. 'lated tlip I2th De¬ 
cember IfMili :— 

*^11. The question 
w1iiichhii£B{i«eii rCBpc<t- 
inp;^ thla iSuTtcjain, and 
wIilchj'Du have irfcmjtl 
to UB fur our gcatml Ln- 
AtnictionSj ia tLe follow¬ 
ing,—whether the title 
of a family we found in* 
po^caalon. and wl^O 
wcr»iii posiCBsioa in or 
previoua to 1751, ia to 
be nffected by itittmc- 
diate Teaumpliuus by the 
^^eabwa. You are of 
Ofunkn that k ahoiiJJ 
not, provided that then? 
haa bouo a coOBidernbJc 
length of poB^esBton 
between the two ]}eTiodB. 
You miiat, liowcvctj bft 
aware that the courae 
which you thtia rc^um- 
mended is at variance 
with that which have 
ordinarily pntrBued, and 
that RB We do ootreitnn; 


(unkt!» on very e|iccia1 
grounila) |io&aeaaiona of 
which families hunl been 
deprived ppeviouaLy to 
our nile^vo,. aivo^ when 
4ueh pOBBeBsion^ after 
bcinj> taken awny, had 
been I'CBtoredpreviouidy 
to our mie, we Jiavo 
hitherto regarded tliem 
□u estates aeqnircd at 
the date nf rcatoratiort^ 
We admit that aomc 
reaiimptlona may havu 
been so 'clearly lent- 
iJOrary that it would he 
harsh to consider them 
oi breaUIng the'ehEiin 
of prciieriptiDh; but wo 
do not think that aueh 
un johserration * can 
apply to A uuc like the 
jmiBeoti in w'hicli the 
entatc »aa tw ice resum¬ 
ed, the Idbc time ^or 
nineteen yCarB, and Ijafl 
doly been held uninter¬ 
ruptedly for twenty 
yctm between l/bl ind 
the intcodoetk^u cf the 
British GoverAment. 

*'12. Wearewillingt 
however, to alW to the 


" 12* The Suriujam was, on account the 
treason of the then incumbent, resumed in 
A, D,f773-74 ; k was restored in a* d. 1778-79, 
but again resumed in the same year j from 
; which tiiho it remained in the hands of the 
Government until nineteen years afteS'wards, 
when, it was (in a, d. 1797-98) restored to bis 
son by a Sunud registered in the State records* 
13* Thus, for the long period of a rjuartor 
of a century was this Surinjam not Jicld Q,t 
all, and at the introduction of tlie Uriti&li Go- 
veramentit had only been held unintitrruptfdly 
for a period of twenty years*” 

* 18* This case has been referred by Govern¬ 
ment for the orders of the Honorable the Court 
of Dircclora, which have not yet been received.* 
19. The Surinjam of the Wamoreckur fam*'- 
lyif of the annual value of Hs. 14,089, had been 
correctly described in Mr* Klphinstonc^s Lists; 
jn the lists afterwards framed in a* n. 1834 ; mtd 
also in those drawn ont in a. d, 1^38, as a grant 
made long after a. n. i7«^l** It was, however, 
shown in Mr* \yai'den*s liijt of 1^44 ua a grant 
made prior to a* n. 1761. The explanation 
afforded was, that in the original lists of 1834 
^thc Arabic year of grant had been incovjr^ctly 
^ rendered* On referring to these original Ikts, 
howwer, nothing the kind was to be found: 
the Arabic year, therein entered *corresponded 
with A. ti*’177I, and it became evident that a 
gross fraud must have been practised on the 
Agent by the person who rendered'to bim the 
si^bstance of the Murathee original. 

+In the Revised Lists framed by the Agent, 
Mr. Brown, the rfror described in^hc last para¬ 
graph remain^ uncorrected and unnoticed, 
although a remark was added, ^hich, incorrect 
in itselfj was calculated still further to mislead* 

j- Appendix O. 



Gl, Government have not yet pjisscd ^ny dc; 
ciaioii* Jii llris case. 

Surinjam of Krislin Rao J^eelkimt 
MoojIiTn diir^ of the annual value of Its- 11,504* 
was entered m the Revised Lists as granted before 
A. i>* 1751, and, therefore, entitled to hereditary 
fontinifancOp The scrutiny of the In^m Com¬ 
missioner, l^ow^^vcr, brought to light that not more 
tlian d?i eighteenth portion of this Sn^ujam was 
granA^d at that ^arly period, tiio vfrhole of the 
rciimihder having been granted long afterwards, 
and being, ^consequently, continuable only for 
two genemtions* 

23. How the error described in tlic lust pafa- 
grapb found its way into Mr. Brown’s Revised 
Lists of 1847 is unaccountable, bearing in mind 
timt MTp Warden had in the first instance iuaert- 
ed tlie wImjIc of tho Surinjam in the lists of 1844 
as^an hereditary one, on tlic recorded grounds of 

^apportion of it having been licld prior to a. p. 
175L Government, however, when returnmtr 

,+ I ■ ^ C? 

Mr. " Wiirden*s lists for revision fo his successor, 
Mr. Brown* purticukrly pointed out tliis*cusc as 
one Acquiring (STrrection, unless the whole Surifi- 
ijdjn could be shown to have been granted at so 
early u date ; yet, with these clear instructions 
hef&i'c him, not only were they di^egarded, bu^ 
the remarks itli^cb, in Mr. Wurdei/ij Jisjs, IiiuJ 
explained how the case realfy stood, were ex¬ 
punged, and in their place tlie following most 
erroneous remark was substituted i 

There exists a record in the Poona Duftur 
w hich fljicaks of the grant of this SurJtjJam in 
the j^car Eebeday Khumsaiu (a. d. 

24. No*ordersJ liave yet been received 
from Government regarding This case. ** 

The §iirinjam of Kundeli Riur Bulhd 
Pooruudlmroe,^ of llie annual viduc of Its. t?Bh* 

was eiToiieously (ftilc^cd in Uie H??vised Lists its 

* 


coTi3u!cnitL(]n^ 

Ilf'wri|r[]t 
to BJiVfi nuy ^iirinjnTii 
ivhich Lias been ucliiiiillly 
^declnreil by yoiiir Go- 
Tcriinietkti Orb>' wb, ta Ij* 
h«;cdi^ty, from bcliiK 
dejirivcd of thnt rlmiAO 
ter nil account uf aub^ 
K(]iicDt of 

on inWrmuilLatc iiitcr- 
of ]io3&t:sAiiiii; 
proviiluil timt no friiiKl 
15 . tliBMVcrtd or anapent- 
c cl. We, thert' Forci^lui tt 
Titu iliruol tlic Sii^tTijinii 
ot tile illiaiiEliviilliiir* lit 
(iny other eimilnilv 
sitttatca, to lie 
from CLu«s L” 

* Goi'crjimcnt Ini'u* 
iiii[]L>r [Ijiic t]iu l7lEi 
jVoTtiinbei' rcantv*' 

uil that tbia iSiLriiijiiui 
liaviitjc liecTi errfmron:^- 
ly cLilcieit intlic 
bIlohIiI iiiniV lie irsYiiKl'er- 
retf totbe Seetnn'l (.jhiiMi. 

t Appendix 


^ Since reetlvoil, iiii- 
ili f ili^te the Ulny 
tillTCTTtlUCIlt llJll4i 
i(c< ]htc:lI tbc di’sCHshioii 
of this ni'i.L' Op Imve ill''- 
cbitied “ lie’ll (HI IS tfni 
iLvcpiil oE'lIie iiiiinv 

Irjntllfl wlj:]4']l }lJtl’C ]pL!tTI 

].Pi‘ijii^bt tip liprbc by tlie 
Iiimii ^tjnimissicnicr” ; 
fin^rLOiineed it 
flillicLik tfy tUitc nlijcfi 
Wits tltc morii t'ipiis|ii<'!t- 
Qlis, *tlic CrCiliility tif 
Mrf Ib'onn, oi'tlie mi- 
dLicity of lini STilmnLi- 

rnOis'" ; Hint IiAve it- 
CDfflihicmleil to tire Ceiui t 
of Ihrectui':! tljnt iIjo 
fenrltijiHKi slitinbl bu 
re^arilfhl A A bk^loi i|;i nX 
IL, nml tlfciittiti 
•AcCoriUn^lyn 


^ Appendix I. 
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* Pni-a^fipb 1ft of 
tbc AbAistaiit liirtin 

Cummli^sHinar (7(i|]tFtiii 
C&H|>er^s Ifttfi' Jfn. 

dEJy, i>fjtLc SEitlj Octo* 
bsf 1853. 


t A|ipcnili\ J< 


i Gu^Trn niient b dvc 
nirLCN^j iiiidui' Mit; 

j?Olb Miiy 
iD^trcl their intention 
rfitrring tidu lor 

tbe anlcrs uf the Honor¬ 
able the Court of r>i- 
rcctoifs. c 


a grant maJe before A, o. 1761. Tlie error com- 
inittetl wai5 described to Government in the 
following terms* : — 

“ IB. But it remains to be stated that Mr/ 

* 

; Brown 1ju3 been particularly warned agairiist 
assigidiig to even a single component portion of 
a Snriiijam any otljer date than that on* which 
It was actually granted ; and yet, with these 
distinct instructions on record, he as.signed to' 
tliis Sunujam, composed of mcrelt^ the viJIagB 
of BamUoordec Gooinut, not the date ohgrant 
of that village,—^not oven the date of'grani^ of 
any thing IjcU by tl>c Surinjamdar,—but the 
date on which the family had originally 
received a villFige which they had ceased to 
hold twenty years before the close of the Pesh- 
wa's reign. On what grounds this was doue 
1 cannot understand.^* 


26. Government* on recei ving the Inam Com- 
miasioaev’s report, directed the expunctiou of 
Surinjam from the class of hereditary holdings, 
and its entry asLuno continualjic for two gedtra- 
tions only. 

27. The Stirinjam of DaVkojo(tPowar,t of^the 
animal value of Rs. 2,500, entered in the Revised^ 
Lists as contimiahlc on hereditary tenure, was 
iliscovered tc\ have been always a military-ajid 
hot a personal liolding, and, ll»er4^fore, not con- 
tiimaUc at all undtT the Honorable ’ Courts 
orders, which were not applicable' to military 
Surinjams. Besides this,*it was discovered that 
the whole of the Sminjam held under the Peshwa 
had bean ononeoiisly cendnutd by the Collector 
of f\hmednt*ggur, in contravention of the orders 
of Mr, Elpbinstorie^s Governniont,tvidiidi sane- 
tigjied the contiruiaiice of one-half of it only. 

^ Government have not as yet issued any 
orilersj^iii this case. 

2D, Tbc’^uriujam of, Qtuigadhur Gunesh 
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Sortiftu,* of the annual value of Rs. 502> was 
entered in the Revised Lists as a grant of a. jx 
17C3, continuable for two generations! wlieieas it 
jvas in reality a grant of a. d. 1601, and, as sucli, 
continuabte for one generation only** . 

30** Government, on being made acq[uaintcd 
with tbp error committed, directed the transfer of 
this Snrinjam to its proper place in the lists, as a 
.grant of a, 1801, 

3L The erroneous nature of the ^ftry in the 
fievia^ Lists of th*c Snrinjam of Neelo Baboorao,'f 
of tht annual value of Rs, 9G0, and the further 
errors contained in a subsequent explanatory letter 
from the Agent, Mr, Brown, were described to 
Ow vernment in the following terin&J 

“ 60, The revised Surmjam lists, and Mr, 
Brownes explanatory letter No,43'2, of the 15tli 
* December 1851, seem to be faulty as regards 
this holding in tlie following instances — 

IhS^*—T he 3rd paragraph of Mr, Brownes 
letter states,—‘ The Umuls, designated SuitK 
es^mookce rmd SdVpatelkoe, arp not entered in 
the Surinjam list^; but they ought, apparent¬ 
ly,, to have t^en si entered, as whalevV the 
Moozumdar's family bold or claiin must be 
' that, and that only which was included iii 
Blphiiistone^s order contmuing tlic Suriii-* 
Jam ; on no otter tenure, or by no oilier ordei’* 
>vas any tiling continued to tJicxn by the Com¬ 
missioner in the Dcccati, • 

“ 2iid .—The Piislma^s records, moreover, 
afford proof that (lie three Uiiiuls were held 
by the Moozumdar in Surjnjam, although the 
one was often confounded with,the*otligr, 
especially ija the accounts of management,— an 
oceiirreiice which these State records show U> 
liave^ been n common one in regard to aliena¬ 
tions geneialfy. In the present case^ tn a 
Sunud issued by^the Peshwa, and sliowu liy 


Appendix B,. 


■f Ajapendi^ Z,, 


t riLrcij^^rnpli of 
the Itiiiiiii 

th>iiiiiiissiioiicT ('iiptiiiii 
fh)W[M,VM lcU.i-rK((. 177 , 
of tliu 1 Apn] 1 ^ L 
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t 

tlie Ghurnee ledger to* liavc been regietereJ 
in the State diary ofthe27tb December 1761, 
(30th,Jutninad-ool-Awul, Bsunay Seetain Mya 
xvvL Uduf,) the three Umuls of Wurgauni 
Ghenud /ire distinctly specified as having 
been previously held by, and as being then 
{a, d, 1761) restored to Trimbuk Baboorao 
Moozwmdar, " ^ 

TheSurdeshniookeehasten errone¬ 
ously iVJpposed to be necessarilj/ the Wiitun 
of a Stlrdeahmook, vfheruas it is an^^ L'tnftl 
or a portion of the revenue original!]^ oblaincd, 
with the Chovfhi by the Sattara Raja from' the 
Emperor of Delhi, butcorresponding 
’in everything save amoimt with the Moka^sa 
or any other Umul, and shown by the State 
diaries and accounts of inpnagemcnt of the 
late Government to have been granted and 
held in Sorinjam tliroughout the^ Pesliwa's 
dominions just as other Umulg were so granted 
and held ; and it will be seen from the 
document quoted in the* 48th, paragrapj^ of 
this letter, th&t all three Umuls (Moka&sa/ Sur- 
deshmookee, and Surp-^telkee) were actually 
granted in Surinjam lu a* m to Nardyen 
Kao Venkutesh* ■" ' 

**4(h. —In explaining tlie difference bcjween 
the value dssigntd in the Commissioner's order 
of release and that assigned in the revised lists, 
to tlie Mokas54 of Wargaiim Ghenu'd, it is 
stated in paragraph 4 of the Agent's letter, * that 
the amount stated in the revised Surinjam lists 
is net revenue, while that stated ih the Clior 
OhiMcc is the Kumal or gross amount/ But 
the vulue assigned in the revised lists is not the 
net, but the Kumal or nomLnat v^lue assigned 
^111 the ClioT Chittee, and entered, prot^bly 
front the Chor Chittee itself, in the statement 
’furtmhed, by the Collector. The net valut of 
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ihc^thrte Unguis of Wurganm Glienud I fmve 
ascertained from the accounts of the village tO’ 
be barely one-Iialf of the auiQunt v^'hich tlie 
, revised lists ^show aa the net value of one 
Umul only/ * 

“ —In the 5th paragraph of the Agent’s 

letter it is stated, with reference to two docu" 

ft 

^inents, translations of which acconripanled it,— 

* These domJmcnts distinctly state the tenure of 
the grant to be Surinjam/ But the translation 
*of &'*porlion of’the first of Jlhese Joeuments, 

. renderetjas ^ these Mokassa villages,* is incor- 
rdbt, as there is nothing of the kind in the 
original, which is now before tne, and which 
^‘efers only to the Mokassa (Jmuls, or Babs, of 

f Mokaaa b&bt: Duhe '1 

these -villages ’ ^ J ; the to- 


•nure is not specifieck 

‘‘ CiA.~Wjtli reference to the same transla¬ 
tions, it is stated in the same (the 5tli) para- 
* ‘giiph of the Agent’s letter, that they ‘ aUuda 
to^he year 1/67, which, in the absence of any 
furtlier proof,* haS been held as*the date of the 


■I 


grant/ *In the firstpf these documents ih'o year 
17C7 is certainty mentioned, but only in terms 
which prove that the Surinjam mmt have been 
previously held, and that 1767 could not have* 
been the date of original grant oT tl^at which * 
was then, in a. n, 1767 (it is recorded in the 


document quoted by the Agent) ordered to be 
released from an attachment placed upon it 
tliree years previously. 

“7;A.—1 have been unable to ascertain the 

* • '* 

grounds upon which the Agent in the 7(li 
paragraph of his letter informed Go vernmetif,— 
* Baboorao s ancestors were'Karkoons of Da* 
bharce, and^ therefore, the gr^nt to them was 
necessarily oC a Surinjam character/ ^ But I 
am not aware of any necessary .connection 


• Tile Agent Ima in 
Che mcrcjlin];^ pariiff 
[lilt; 4th) of the stma 
Letter JiLluiled to the 
Tiirther proof afforfieiL 
by the Feshwm’ii rceonitt 
thmt thc'Suriiijiim wm 
enjaved as fej-r b&ck as 

l7ti3P ^ 
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betweeti the two facts, or that otic mu^t have 
affected tlic other* 

** %th .— In the 8th paragnipli of the Agent's 
letter it is stated;—‘ The third is an order of the 
Pcshwa dated 1757, but it is ndt registered in 
the Peahwa’a Duftur,* But the document is 


registered* and the registry is shown by tlie 
Gliurfiee ledger to have been made in the 
State diary of the 2Ist Januat^'1758, (10th 


JummAd'OoUAwul, Suman Khumsain Mya wu 
Ulluf*} altfioogh the Supt;rintendent*of the 


Poona Duftur was not aware of the fact, afid the 


Agent could, of conrsc, only report the result 
of the Supcniitendent's inc^niry. The registry 
' now discovered may have been overlooked <>y 
the Superintendent's establishment, but it is, I 
think, most probable that the document con¬ 
taining it was not then forthcoming for iiSe^ 
heing one of those subsequently extracted and 
arranged, as explained in the ilGtli paragii^ph 
of my report No. 163, of the 2nd May last.** ' 
—In the 9tli paragraph of the 
letter it is stated,^* Baboo’ra.o Triinbuk did nut 
present himself at the time when tile Suriujam 
lists were under preparation, and, therefore, the 
date of grant given in the list is that which 
was found^in the extant records of the Pesjiwa*’ 
But it does not seem that Qaboorao Tnmbnk 
wa% ever desirt^d to present Idmself, and I have 
already explaiited the date of grant assigned 
in the lists not to be Jboryio out by the Pesh- 
wa'sTecords of an^ period, 

—The revised lists and explanatory 
(letter both show ‘ Baboorao Trimbuk’ to have 
been the first British grantee, whose death 
^ the Sunpjam, us*one continuabie for two genc^ 
fations from ihe conquest, wouKl be enjoyed 
^ by |iis son Neelknnt Biibuorab; but this was 

nut the case, as Baboorao Trimbuk's ddest &on, 

* * ‘ 
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Nursing, bad died previously, leaving a son, 
named Ruinakaiit. Tbe second generation had, 
therefore, passed away,* and tlie Surinjam had 
•lapsed, a pension equal to half its net proceeds 
being payable to Rumakant. 

“ Vlth ,—The revised lists, however, were 
j'jrepared before the receipt of the Honorable 
Courts orders, under which the deceased 
"Nursin" was to be considered as the second 
gon^r^tion; but they are nevertheless erro- 
neoua, inasmuch as Rumakant, 

‘was*the person whose name ougljt to have been 
inserted in column 12 of the lists, Instead of 
that of Ntfolkunt. 


* "^Oraers of the 
IIcrtK^mblc Coni't| Doni- 
tni^nicAted to the A^ent 
in tlitf Claicf Secrctwry’i* 
letter No^ of the 
l^tb Jenuarj 1B50/^ , 


* “ 12fA,—^The smtonicnt (Jharcc Putrn) of 
tliG Collector of Kliarideish, tcIcitcJ to in tlie 
5th paragraph of Mi\ Brown's explanatory 
tetter and in the LCtli column of the revised 
lisis, dUHivctly pointed out that Bahooraa 
Ti^huk Imd had tw6 sons, one of whom had 
died leaving male Issue, but no inquiry what- 
evcTr.fieemsto Have ^^cell made* X^^iAsuch posi¬ 
tive informutiqp on record, 1 cannot suppose 
thabtlie Agent jft'ould iiave Inserted Ncelkunf^s 
,namo in the lists, had he (Mr. Brown) been 
oivare of the contents of the Khandcisli Coliuc- 
tor'i statement, wliich must, therefore, I con¬ 
clude, Tiave bewu*withheld from fiini. ^ 

“ 13M.^—Ill the 5 th paragtapli of the Agent's 
explanatory letter it instated,—" Tbe Collectors 
of Khandeish and d^ortiia have both, in their 

w 

Jliurco Putrus drawn outf on the i5th Sep¬ 
tember 1843 (extracts of which are annt^jted), 
recognised and stated the Mokassa oPthese 
villages as &irinjams, and tbp year they were 
granted is specified as a. o, 17G7/ But a re-^ 
ferenc« to the Khaiideish Gollccfor'sstafement* 
translation of wliich accompanied Mr* Brirwii's" 
explanation, will ehoiv that the Collector of 


t “ T]hie trEinsliilion 
nrt! 

AfriJnt^slifU(!rshtiiiTa tlwi 
Ktianikiah 

Jhdrcc Outru to lie 
iljitc'tl the AtiTti 
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Kliandeish assigned as the ^date of the Sunndi 
as ascertained from records/ not 1767, but * the 
\&t i'cbruary 1820,' 

** —The age of NeclXuht Baboorn'o, 

which was* according to the Poona Collector's 
statement, thirty-one years in 1843, and, ac¬ 
cording to the Kbandeish Collector’s s^atemegt, 
tliirty-six years in 1844, is^eptered in the 
revise^ lists of 1847, f>urporting to be framed 
these statements, as years,^-m • 

“ 15fA,—Id the 6th paragraph of hft^expla¬ 
natory letter, dated the 15th December IBS'!, 
the -Agent, Mr. Bjxjwn, stated " Baboorao 
Trimbok was the first British grantee, and tlie 
Surinjam held by him should, according to 
tlie rule of succession to Surinjams, descend 
to his son Ncclo Baboorao.* Tins statenY^nt 
was made afte7' the receipt of the Honorable 
Court’d orders on the subject of succession to 
Siirinjams, whJdj were communicated to ft^e 
Ageut ill tlie Chief Secretary's letter No. 90S, 
of the 12th January I8iit >; but not only were 
tijo Honorable Court's orders on, record, but 
the Agent liad received from Neelo Baboorao 
himaelfa Mura thee letter dated ific 1 l^A October 


* *^TliCi Ajtfiiit up-* 
to nmAn ^ 
eiiniltiT cri'oneous Jilntt;' 
tnciit in his No. 

HO, of the £tit Mnirb 
in 

of Irttur i 

blUlt 3 'Ct. in 

tlie anine rejiortj 
to Lave TDcuvileil tlio 

CXi|tti! IlCCj IKIC 

tho of the f Di] tL‘n ts 

of the tnmTtiiinica-. 
tion from tbo Cnllfetor 


]8o0, referring to Rumakant Nursing as one 
of the persons in whose names the Collector 
(if Poona had entered th^ holding, and the 
Collfctor, to Wliom Neelo Baboorno's letter 
wa^ forwarded by tlie Agent, distinctly stated 
in hia Murathec Tcpfy, No. G519, of the IIM 
October 1850, that Rnmakaiit - Nursing bo- 
Iti^igcd to the*cf(5?t^s^ branch of the family. 

* ,Hqw, *afier this, ajid without imjtiiry,* tlie 


of riH)iLu (N(j. b5W>icf Aarent* on the 15ih December*!851, informed 

the 1 Ub OctobCf MiU) * , „ , 

* wliich di«inttly *, Government tlial Baboorao tnmbuks Sunn- 

,Ru™k™t“tui" ficf j«n according to tlie rule of succession 

^ ofSis to ibft * Suriiijams, desccud to his son, Neelo Bu- 

^ boorao/-1 am unable40 understand." 
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32. Tliis case lias been submitted by Govern¬ 
ment for the consideration of the Honorable tlio 
Court of Directors.* 

33, The Sbrinjam of Madhow ^0 Neelkunt 
Poorundhurect erroneously entered in the 
Revised Lists under circumstHiices described to 

■ Government in the following termsJ 

8. «Snch arc the recorded circumstances^ 
under which this Sunnjam wa^ originally 
* granted and U still heldj and fitnn %hich it 
jippears,— * 

■ Df.**-That the adoptive father of the pre¬ 
sent incumbent held from the British Govern- 
, merit a large Surinjam, which had been oou- 
^tinuod by Mr, Elphinstone, 

“ 2nti .—That at the adoptive father's death 

■ this Surinjam was resumed, pensions to tlic 
annual amount of Rs. 9,6!}3 being granted to 

. the widows, mother, and principal dependents 
•* *of the deceased. , 

. ;That BO allowance was at that time 

made to the adopted son, MaOhow Rao, on tlie 
groumla of'liis adpption not having be?en sanc^ 
tinned by thh Government. 

Aih .—That subsequently, on the 5tb Oc¬ 
tober 1834, the Honorable Court of Directoj^ 
sanctioned the grant of a provi^on to Madhtvv 
Rao, to the’exteut of Rs, 25,000 per an»um, 

** 5iA.-^That tins provision was accordingly 
made and enjoyed for some time by Madhow 
Rao in the form of a pecuniary stipend or 


* Wlio Imvo since 
igjsucd the 
ordcra in paxagrnpli G 1 
gf tUtir ^loiitical dea- 
jiiatch No. dHteil the 
I 2 tli Ucoeinljer 1 S 5 S :■— 

"The xtry full and 
cleFtr h;port of Captain 
CovrpKr on this estate 
Leib in our opinion, aa hi 
ihowathat there 
19 , tliouj^ not perfect 
proof, TL^ry atrgn^ pro- 
aauiptivo evidenco tlmt 
the Umiils ivero Lit poBi-* 
aeaaioTi of the he- 

fore ITf*!, a»d KO there'' 
fute* Ln acconlance^vith 

your TocomnieiiLULtioit, 

nuthorisc you to ilit^lnro 
thuoi huredititry. TJiu 
rightful licir La lluma- 
huiitj whoae clnimj in 
coiiiiE^qiieuee of his* 
youth Aoel absgnce, liia 
ivnclc Neelkunt, anil hin 
more ili«tatit rciatii'o 
BaiKiujee Kasalncith, 
were able Hiineessfiilly 
to hTiCk-" 

t Ar. jeniliic ]Nir. 

X Paragraph 8 of the 
Afliiist.artt Tnmu Com- 
mi^tBioiierCaptiiLu 
prr'ii letter No, 

Uiitml the l^tli of Apji’d 
1^54. 


pen Sion. 

“ 6f/^.“-That on Madhow Rjio's scflicitaCion 
that thojiecuniary stipend might bexoimnuted 
into a grant of land, vHlages of the annuaL* 
vajue of. Rs. 25,000 were pade over t<% Biin* 
in lieu of the pension, and as a 

lih .—That the fact of the tenjire being only 
for life was apociafly pointed oJt to the Agent 
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for Sirdars, who was desired fully to oxphdirt 
' this to Madhow Rao and to frame the deed of 
grant Accordingly. 

BtL —That the grant for of tlitrse * 
* villages was panctioned hy tlic Honoraldc 
Court on the 27th Aagiipt 1841. 

That in tlie lists of 1844 this , 

was by mistake entered as ay ^hereditary 
Surinjam. 

“ lO^A.-o-That this mbtakc^wfis pointed^uti 
lij the Agent, Mt. Hrown, when the lisEs^of 
1844 were returned to him for revision’. 

“ 13/A.—Tliat ill the revised lists this life' 
grant was again recommended for hereditary 
continuanccj on the alleged grounds of its 
antiquity, 

12^A,-—That the Government then again- 
pointed out to Mr, Rrown that the grant was* 
one made for life, and granted originally by 
the British, and not by the Peshwa’s Goverh -1 
rrient. 

“ 13M.—Tbit in spite of these reiUpited 
orders, no alteration whatever was made in 

I 

the revised lists' not only was * the Surinjiiu 
not expunged as a British grant, to which the’ 
Honorable CourPs order did not apply, but 
the original tecommendation that it should "be 
cojitii^ued on hereditary tenui'c whs preserved 
just as it stood before. 

“ 14^A^—That the Honorable Court accorded 
a general sanctiou to the elase of Surinjams in 
which this one was inserted, on the ‘recorded 
grounds of tlieir beifig supposed to be grants 
orfginally tdade by the Peshwa's Government, 

‘‘ 16M.—That under the circumstances ex- 
plnmcd in the preceding fourteen cjauscs, this 
grant, wJiich was made by the British Govern¬ 
ment, dnd which was specially declared to be a 
. lifc-grantj stnnds in the fcvi^cd lists as one 



Imlf of which is continuable to a second gene¬ 
ration/^ , 

34, Government, in disposing of this case, ^ 
declared the Surinjarn resiimahle the death of 
Miulhow Rao without the grant of a pension (if 
lialf tlie amount to the next generation* Govern- 
•mentj "^however, in doing this, decl^ired Mr. 

Uro wn'^s pispooedings Jo have been '^not so worthy, 
of blame as Captain Cowper's report yrould SQg^ 

*gesfr/; . • 

35* TIjc Siirinjanri of Meera Gunneo Rissal- 
d(fr,* of the estirnated annual valueof Rs* 1,563, Appcndls N. 
was entered in the Revised Lists as having been 
ynder attachment by the Feshwa's Government, 
and restored by the British Government in 1820. 

It was, therefore, entered as continuable for one 
generation, with the grant of a pension of half 
the amonnt to the generation next succeeding* 

Ihit it turned out to be a BritisJi grant, to which 
iriic Honorable Court had distinctly declared l^fie 
Surinjam Rules laid down bv them not to be 

VP £1 

applicable* The ^ror committed in the Revised 
LialH was thu^ deserjbed to Government'!'; — 

“ 14. 'flic revised lists appear eiToneoualy t Pa#rap!i H rf 
to describe this Surinjam in tbo following tlic Ihmh CiiiutiulHtoncr 

•' ® Ciii]>tHiFi C<nV|w:ri n:-’ 

instances :— ^ jmrt, 4(i0, of tli? 

■ “ In the column of ‘ Remarks’it is 
shitcd,—‘ This Surinjam vras under attaehment 
by the Peshwa’s Government, and was restored 
by the British Govcniment on the 21st Sep-^ 
teraber 1820 ’;—the fact being that it had 
never existed under the Peshwa, and could 
not, therefore, have been restored^. * ^ 

“ The date of grant is stated to he the 

21st September 1820, bat this is the date of.^* 
the second Sunud, continuing the Surinjaid to 
the generation ; the date'of the Sunud 

making the ori^inai grant is thq 6th January 
1820* * ' 
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* Appendiit 

'I' Tblit of 

made beturr^n a. i>, 
17% and KH17- , 

J Who ImvB since 
i^uctl the fullnviliig In- 
fitniCtiotiH irt jjiiFA^irAph 
fi/ of iUch pulititfil 
ileipatch S7* flnted 

tho l!^h December 
1855 3— 

" 7t i9 clcarfy shown < 
by Cttptcun fJnwper 
ttiat'tliia j^rAnt is one to 
which' the SuriitjATU 
Rules nrc nut Applicable. 

It is one of tliu i^riiuita 
origfinaUy tnntlc by Ilul- 
Itar, auil continued by 
ourGovurniiiuiitin IHJOj 
unilcr new SuniuLs^ Tor 
^tife only^ the rtilc he- 
iii^ hull duwu'thuE all 
{grants to be contirtueil 
kIioil]i 1 lie held c.Mdii- 
bivcly of ns, And in fill 
l*K;sJn;Ct9 OH ihc sutnu 
fontin^ Hi other j^anta 
of the same dcacri|ition 
madeby ’We 

oAunut agree witli Mr, 
WsTiteQ that mu lei tills 
rule the gninU^eH ulionUl 
receive pvnslcina ' the 
eainC fuUtiug as uitier 
■Sunn] am Jus’; fur the 
l^urinjiiiuihiii of the 
Pesiiivu hu^ been 
placed on a tfleh mure 
udYaiitn^euns foutiiig 
thanthoac ivLcse gnints 
ware ' mude' At A emiipa- 
rattvely recent |Jt‘riy(1 by 
* ourii Jl ycsh ' Th P entry 
in the Ei[irir\jaTn lists of 
tjic liolding nuw luidor 
r«|K)rt» thouKh ma^k by 
mistnliC/ may have o/;{!a- 
sioned ho pci in l!te 
minid of the holder that 
a peu&ioir of half ,t|ic 
value of his hohfing 
would he coDtiuued to 
}|is BQfa. Hut, uulesi 
we are to be |ireo1udci\ 
from correctlug the , 
mnpy emors which hav'C* 
been sbowu to Cjcist iu 
tbcie lists, we Mc no 
reRDDu for tn 

tbii family whiV. tlie 
^ terms of the i^unud 
must have ahown fhem 


“ 3r(f.—In the 4tli cdiimii of tho revised 
lists the present incumbent and the original 
grantee are shown as one and the same pers^^n^ 
which w'as not the case, as the incumbent, when 
• the revised lists were frauiGcij was the 
British grantee.*^ 

1 - 

3G. Ooveriiment, on being made acquainted 
witli the facts of this case, ordered tl!e vesuinption 
of the Surinjam without tljc assignment of ntiy 
pension to another generation, lualiing, lioWever, 
a charitable life provision for the widows of^ the 
last iuciimbent 

37. The Surinjam of Bhugwunt Rao Holkar,* 
of'the annual value of nearly Bs 3,000, wa.i 
entered in tlie Revised Lists iu the Tliii J CIass'|’ 
of holdings coiitinuable for one generation, but in 
the same lists it was described as a grant of a. 
1793, and should, therefore, if entered at all, Iiavo 
been entered in the Second Class of holdinn^ 
continnable for two generations. But it on gin,, 
apparently, never to have been included in.lhe 
lists, being beld under a Snnud expressly declar¬ 
ing it to be a grunt from the Brititli^ Government. 

33* Tills case has l>ecii submitted bj" Govern* 
ment for the consideration and orders of the 
hlonorablc Court of Directors.'^ 

^ 39* The Surinjam of Sukara^tn GcsaveeJI of 
the airnual value ofRs. 031, held by him on 
account of the officb he filled in the household of 
the last Pesliwa, was on bis *( Sahara in's) dcatli 
continued in a, d. 1831, under the special orders 
of GovefuTnent, to hU^son Bapoo, in virtue of his 
having been.placed by the ex-Ptshwa in the 
office*' of *his late father. This SibWnjam' was 
improperly describe'd in the Revised Lists as 
havifig been jeontinued to the sod, Bapoo, by 
mistake^' and upon this mformatioh the lion or- 

^ |l AppCDdLK 
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ftble Court allowed Bapoo to hold it dunng his 
lifetime, as a special ca&e» ^ 

40* This Surinjam having meanwhile lapsed, 
the rectification of the erroneous entry in the 
lists was all that could be suggested to Govern¬ 
ment, whose orders on the subject have not yet 
been Tcieived** 

41. Surinjam of Knshn Rao Ram 
Pooruudhuree,j' of the annual value of Jls. 3,1U0, 
'fras tTitered in tha Revised Lists as a grant made 
befoi'^A* n. 1751, and, therefore, hereditary ; bat 
five-sixths of the holding turned out to have been 
granted long after a* d. 1751, and to be Conti- 
Tillable, consequently, for two generations only^ 

42, Government have ordered the rectification 
of this error* J 


that they were^not en¬ 
titled Co. pen- 

aioUt fAH be IfTAnted to 
penona sa iiituated^ tpe- 
evil gin»iirLdq must be 
aliaw'a for euch 

• Government have 
aince uOtihe^ (/th Mny 
lttn'6} tkat the Suriii- 
jeiin having reium- 
ed in lH5l, nothini' 
further is ealled for, 
though the erron com- 
mittLiil by the A^nt 
for Sinlnn were,*Go- 
vcmincat have steted, 
brought to the notice 
of the Uoncmlilc tbu 
Court of DireeCora un¬ 
der date the 3Ut1i De¬ 
cember 1854. 

f Appendix Q* 

+ Regarding which 
the lIoiioi'sbLc Court 
hnve since obaervedp in 


• 43. A SiiTiniaTn* of the annual value of pantfnitih 4 (iicinw 

ft __ _ , 1 1 , fill 1 t n truniscrtbotl) of tinur 

s* 637,If ‘Which had been held by the JNuwab ot ouiiticd dospateh Nn. 

Banday, was entered in the Revised Lists as Mareh^s'iri 


'*fei\5ng been under attachment since a* d* 1825» 
and. was recommended for continuance to a col¬ 
lateral dieir* This the Court of I/irectors declined 
to sanction, an^^lhe Siirinjam was finally resumed ; 
but Jt has since*been discovered that the proceeds 
of the holding for twenty years during which it 
w'as under attachment were, instead of being 
pfl'id' into the Government treasury, made awaj^ 
w ith through what at present appears gros5*fraud 
on the pari ijf some of the esiablislimeui of the 
Poona Adawlut* 

* 

44* No orders in this case have as yet been 
issued by Government.^ 

45* Tiie Surinjams of Bbewra Baee and Bqga 


'*TK? <;irfMmaUnw39 
of this liutLbn^ BTC very 
^^luai-ly 4i;t ftjrtli by 
IjiMitcnftnt C. J. Grif- 
flrlip the Aiiiiiytiiut Iniitu 
CuiniumionCT* 'J'lia 

prntcinenty rulutliif: to 
it in )iifU 

ore very inHCenrutc, n 
part of the holi1in^*be- 
Incorrectly du^icriti¬ 
ed, uml the date which 
eerrcctljpbclougv^ oTily 
ta the smuller [inrE < 1 ^ 
it being a^itigned tu tlio 
whok ■ This IS t tic moro^ 
remarkable, ua Mr* 
Drowij iti 1119 reply to 
a call for CKplHnatiOD, 
gtateil the ilntca cor¬ 
rect!^, aotl the inron- 
aistency between tlieni 
aacl t1l4 ConclusiOD 


Baee Holkaiif were entered in the Revised Li^ts ua 

* , yt (*l>«l the nou™ of 

a holding of the annual v&lue of upwards of 'yourGovcraitieiit*” 

Rs, 1,300* +The following extract from thore- II Appenilix St, 

port submitted to Government explams the ^ OovenmiMit have, 

yrroneous nature of the foregoing eiury. ” Much JcdTrel 

lAppccdizS. ’ ■ th»t,tcmcwrca«dms 
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tliia eft|^, Tthich on tTie 
Simm * 

ri‘])Oit f1iE!:y ilesircd tlie 
A^ont for SirdiiTA to 
uujjmU, ** to be mokt 
UnSAti^rnetorvii’^’ 
cxpfTcascd tlicir iTeeidcd 
c)|>iiiii>n til at i\m]ihcry 
Iini bucii conimiitcdt 
nnd that to ru^ml the^c 
]>roeecdit]^^A tm ciit(;]r!i!t- 
iK'iiH v^ciiild be a ini:3np-‘ 
plicntiDD of turniB,^*—«. 
and liave called for spe- 
cidcififorniFitiuh rcjjanl* 
in^ Iho ]iATEies LiD]di' 
cated, 

* PEiritpTEipti 17 of 
tbe Inam CammisBioncr 
Cnptiiin Cow]iier*B letter 
No. dat4jd the t/7th 
of ^eptomber 


17 * The revised lists seem to Jiave been 
defective in the following instaneas :— 

** —These entries ought not to have been 

made at ajl, as there were not, and are not any 
' such Surinjams in existence; the Sunnjatns 
were resumed many years previously, and that 
irhichithe lists describe as two Snrinjams con¬ 
sists, in reality, of four pensions <gEanted on the 
lapse oQ the Snrinjams* 

“ 2nd!—In each case the‘holding is'fehowh 
in the revised fists to consist of two viJlngos, 
Yd lee and Moongee ; whereas in each case the 
value assigned ought to have been that of onc- 
*half of the Jagheer [Jmul only of the two 
villages. 

*3rd .—In the column of * Remarks^ it is 
stated,—' By an order of Mr, Conimissiontr 
Chaplin dated 2nd February 1821, the Surin- 
iiim was sanctioned in the names of tbe two 
, ladies*; whereas it has been shown that Mr*' 
Chaplin's order continued the tjagheer Ujjial 
of both villages to one pei'^on, Bapoojee llol" 
kar,"and that tht; peusioijs grartted to the two 
ladies in eaoli case were not granted until after 
Jhe resumption of the Jaghcer UmuL of thff 
. two villages, and w'vro then grunted, not by 
* Mr. Ciiaplui’s order of 1821, hut by tbe orders 
of tbe Bombay Government of 1827 and 1883* 
‘*4iA.“In tl*e same column it is stated,— 
^Tlie date of original ^gr^nt is taken from a 
Stmud in possession of this Sunnjamdar, 
bearing date Suba Teesain, a, n, if96, which 
ponf<h-5 JLlds Snrmjam** But among the 
Mnrabliee records received from the Agent 
there is not a single document to slmw that tlie 
statements of Uie persona who enj»y these pen¬ 
sion/ were ever called for and*" taken, and no 

•t 

trace of (tny Sunud, cr^ copy of a Sunud can 
be anywhere discovered. 



“ —Tlie entry No. 25 iu the reviaed 

lists describos Bunnajee Ilolkar as the original 
grantee and incumbent, at llic introduction of 
the British Government, of the Surmjam ; hat 
no Surinjam whatever was continued to Bnnna-* 
jee ifolkar by Mr. Chaplinas order. Bapoojee 
« HolkaV was the person entered in Mr* GUiaplin*s 
statement,ai the original grantee of both tlie 
Jagheer Umuls, and as the person tojivhom, as 
•the* bolder at the inti'oduction of the British 
Gc^v^irnment, both the Unfulg were to be 
continued*” 

46, Government, on being made acquainted 
wi^h the real facts of this case,* directed tlie 
expunciion of the entry from tlie Revised Lists, 
allowing, liowever, the stipends to be continued 
daring the lives of th^fthen incumbents. 

47. A Surinjam, of the annua! value of Ru¬ 
pees 5,821, held by Saojee Rao NimbalkQr,t was 
*iHpfed in the Revised Lists as a grant made before^ 
A. p, 1751, and as*continuable, therefore, on 
liereditary tenure. * It turned *out, however, 
always to l«ive been a^military, and never'a per- 
fionarSurinjam f’and on this fact being clearly 
elstablished by the Inam Commissioner, the fol¬ 
lowing orders were issued by Hie Honorable , 
Court of Directorsf 

30. The' ‘estate of Sherusnee (not an 

.» t 

entire'village, as we had been led to suppose, 
but certain Umuls only) was a military, and 
not a personal Surinjam; and the rule, con¬ 
tinuing on hereditary tenure certain estates 
held prior to 1751, does not apply ^to fnSlitayr 
Surinjams. * 

" 3J. \Ve are of opiuiomwith Mr* LeGeyt, 
the Agent ibr Sirdars, that th^ Surinjam pro¬ 
perly' lapsed 4on the death of the grantee, 
Saojee Rao, but that a pension eqyal to half 
the net proceeds may be granted to Munkojee 


* Tlic Court of Direr* 
ten's aincc. on buiii;j 

acquuiiitufl vritli 
these facts, oUacrveil 
in piira':mph IH [beUttv- 
trftn»cnhe(i)i tfl tilt’ll' ]nt- 
liticftl rl4J3|>jitrlL No, *J7, 
dateil the 12th Deej/m- 
bur i— 

** Tlie stsitcmcnt 
iu the revised lists rc- 
flpcetin^ these Imldiu^a 
ia shoivu to bc HftgrAnt- 
ly nml cnrelcusly incur- 
teet, nnd proves nllti 
how little core anil cir- 
cLiniRTieetion Hesqts. 
Warileo and Uroun 
perfornicd the import- 
AUt tluty of ]ircpiiring 
these lists. Itut thcj 
Dnlers in the Heveoiie 
Depnrtm^nt lifitcU the 
of OcN.Ur IS37, 
fasting j fusion 1 bo 
tlie widoiv nnd motlier 
gf Ugiiiii'ive Ilolkar, 
uiip:1it have been' more 
e:r|>Jii:it. The wurils 
* TJig (Jgvernor 
in IJouncil is pJeaf^ed to 
pranb the value of one- 
fourth tHi the wife' j dtkI 
the Codectorof Ahnu'd- 

uuj^fpir, ivlio »«otns not 
to Imve unJcL'fltuod 
chut a QiDae3' (;riint was 
intenilcdj left tfic l ad lea 
111 iTossessioD^ of the 
V iQul itJiel f [reilitcoil, wa i 
hope, to one-half, as 
dircctf^J, 14'liich, in the 
case or one of the tuo 
vilingcsi Moongoe, they 
atiil j;>osjieS4. TJic 
otJier viUa^^e, YelJee, 
hnving' heed resumed in 
I83[f, a mone^' equiva¬ 
lent ts paid to the fadiea 
fjQf their share in it« 
revenuet/* 

f Appeodix T. 

t Psri^plii30 and 
31 of polTtic^ deepatch 
Bfo, 23t dated the hlth 
August 
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* PrfrapfrAphi £ to 4 
of Sepretiit^'’8 

Istt&r No^ flftted 

the 25th July 1^5* ^ 

f Who«e iuBtniiCtians 
liavu Aincc becu receiver) 
in pBXR|;rAphl 6 to fl 
{biitow trAnscribcii) of 
their pal iticul dusputcTi 
No- 11?^ 4&tc<l the 19th 
Munch ISfifi !— 

A peniiob of 
IU> 7^4 per Rnnutti^ 
eqojyulcnt to half the 
net pn:»Cei3i]« of the 1flp4^ 
c(l Surinjnui of the lute 
Saojeo Ituo Niuihnll(ur,» 
hiv\ been prantcA to his, 
uf!|)hew Mftnlioj«e> on 
the fpound of his huv> 
LDg been mlnptetl by the 
decenj^d bb liia jdUj with 
the aaneEion of the 
Peahwn- It has now 
hcun elearly shovru by 
Captain Cowper tbnt 
the eviilcnce by whJeh 
the adoption^ uiul the 
confirmation of it by 
the Pealiivu, were nup- 
poaed to have been 
eatobhabeJ, was false 
aud frAUdulent- Of all 
the inetancea which 
have yet come before 
Tia of Mr. Brownes neg¬ 
ligence and inaecLUTUcy, 
hi a inveatigAtion of this 
case la the most lUaCrC- 
ditable- He is shown 
to have omitted to take 
eyidencej-^the most ob- 
vtoua anil fhe inosit 
00 lily accessible,—to 
have in ,one liistunce 
’keptbatkfVoKi Guvem- 
mcnt a (loeumv^t wliich 
would have directed 
their httentioD to such 
eridenee, and to have 
miastated the tca^'mDuy 
of the witiiesa wlioao 
etuCeinent was the tmly 
proof of the authenti- 
cky^of the ]iiriocipBl/1o- 
ewnent b the Cbm, (0- 
preaenting him to have 
add that the terminA- 
tioD of that doGumeiit 
* is, to the beat of his bC'^ 
lief, in the haiidwritiri^ 
of Sudashew Mankeah; 
wiiTj the Fcshiiin^s Bli- 


(wlio T^as recognised as hia adopted son by 
the feshwa’s Goveniment) from the date of 
resumption.” 

48. CoT^^quent on the foregoing instructions, 
'ordeifl had been issued for the payment^of the 
pension which amounted to Rs. 794 per annum, 
and of aweara amounting to upwards of Hk 7,000, 
when the Inam Commissiotier foi'Uinately dis¬ 
covered Uie whole story of the alleged adoption, 
said to haVe been sanctioned by the PeshWa, to 
be a fabrication supported by forgery, pe^ur^^ 
and fraud of the grossest description. 

49. Government, on being made acquainted 
with these facts, issued the following orders* :-;r- 

** 2. In reply, I am desired to observe that 
in the opinion of Government you have pro¬ 
duced the most clear convincing proofs 
that the adoption of Mankojee Ttao by the 
late Saojee Raio Nimbalkur never received the 
, sanction of the Peshwa, and that, fhereforo„he^ 
possesses no right to the*pension which, under 
the supposition that his ‘adoption had' been 
formally recognised by jhat ptince; has lately 
been granted to him by tKe Honorable the 
Court of Directors. 

, 3* The Right Honorable the Governor 

. in Coundthas, accsordingly, resolved that the 
p^ment of this ^pension, whfch stopped 
under date tho 7th May last, shall continue 
in abeyance, pending a reference to the Ilonor- 
ablo the Court of Directors, to whom it will 
be suggested that, under the information now 
p furnished by you, their orders for the grant of 
Alia stipend be recalled. 

4. A recoinmendation will at the same 
time be submitted to the Honorable Courtf that 
thq'natne of Mankojee Rao be expunged from 
the list of Sirdarsj the ^ross fraud which he has 
practised upon Government in this case prov- 
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ing him to be utterly unworthy to be eon tin tied 
to be enrolled amongst the privileged persons 
of the peecan and Southern Mumth a Country/' 
5GF. 'At'later period^ further and still more 
coucliisive evidence in this case was obtainedf 
provl&g the whole transaction to have been the 
Jesuit of deliberate and wholesale cpnapiracy, 
origmating, ^apparently, with the Chief of 
^ Moodhole, m whose possession were ^discovered 
jregi^tries of letters to his Poona bankers, placing 
large*sums of money at the disposal of the agents 
of NiTdbalkur family, for purposes of corrupt 
tion- 

5]« Oovernmedt, out receiving this furilfer 
information, resolved under date the 15th oF 
September 1855,— 

* “ That hTaukojee Rao Nimbalkur, by his 

disgraceful conduct on this occasion, has 
proved himself unworthy any longer to be 
* * .retained amongst the privileged classes ; atwi 
that, in anticipation of the ^Honorsble the 
Court of Direetdrs sanctionlDg the recommen-^ 
datioQ whidl, in confoTinity with the* recent 
resolution of'Government, h about to be made 
' to that aathoHty for the erasure of his name 
from the Sirdar lists, orders he at once issued 
■ for his being ^suspended from 3ie privileged 
classes, penoing the Gouit^s instructionir By 
this means this unworthy dndividual will be 
depHved of the usiial^ Dnssera dress and other 
honours which jotherwiae he would, a» a Sir¬ 
dar, receive at the approaching Dussera festival 
on the 20th proximo. ^ ' , 

“ The late Chief of Moodhole, who appears to 
have been a principal in thfs attempted frau^, 
having intennediately died, it is ^utineoestf&ry 
to t^e any notice of his misconduct.” ^ 

52. The investigation which toek place re- 


outer* { in the 

k«iuUti(m#ot hu il«pa- 
■itioD» funiiilftd hy Hr. 
BnwB bimaelf, he it 
■wly rntde to laythat 
the writing ' Kppetn 
nke Badtiiihtr Mm- 
keihwur*^! writing'} hut 
1 canadt tlate td * (VT- 
t&inty* th&t it ii hii.* 
Captiln Cawper bu 
dearly proved chat the 
« docum^at cannDt hiive 
heeawrittea by Sudm- 
ahew Manketowjir ar 
hy bu Otde»j and all the 
circiitDitBiice> conneefc- 
ed with the cue ahaw 
it to be & XoT 

wei air Wardeu'e coo- 
duct much len canleit ; 
for in 1S42 he repre^ 
•eated thit Sooiee bid 
no POD, tod in 1S44 ho 
eotered Manhoj w in the 
liatsAi Spec'll Hn. 

'* 7* We authortae 
yim, u you propoge^ to 
cancel the of the 
peneion {of wbleb. for¬ 
tunately, .70 pajmente 
had b«& ^'jiide), and to ■ 
itrike <mt the name of 
Meokfijee ffom the liat 
of the prifilE^d SLr- 
dvR. 

"Si Subsequent ie- 
fomva^on, communicat- 
ed to Captun Gowper 
by the Falittoal AMut 
in the Southern Wu* 
rath a Country from the 
Moodhole aecounti, 
■hom that the late 
Chief MotMlhole, 
wlio we» of the NLiu^ 
balkuT iulqjl^, diihun-^ 
od a Bum of neaiiy 
Boi StOOO through a 
bankir at Foddi. to 
obtain the roco^tion of 
Henkojec u eucceifor 
to l&lo^ Hao Nimbfil* 
kur. In what way thU 
mooey wat expended 
doet aot appear, but 
itali to be fe^ed that ■ 
^Mit of it reif hicd Bomo 
aeiTant or ■emnta M 
the BritulL Oovena- 
merit, We entirely coH'' 
cur in tJio comioeiida- 
tion yoif have beatowed 
,OB Captain Cowper for 
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t!h« Ewl with 

wfaiub b»tr»ied otit ib* 
T«Ty btritate facti ol 
tbii •asEf and eipowl 
the girOiiB and iauxeuB-c 
able ovcmi^ta of Mr- 
Wajdea isflr. linowa.'* 

* AppcuduE U* 

t Thia Siurinjam hat 
since been tcatuncd* in 
consequence uf Ram- 
cbunclcr Nimbalkur^t ' 
baring rcMrted to evt- 
tion and fnlteLood for 
the purppBC of avoidiog 
inquiry by the Inmn 
CoQunjiuinD^ 

X Appendix IT* 


* 

U Appendix 


gaiding the Surinjam of Saojee Eao NirabilEur* 
dificlosed the fact of another fraud haTing, 
apparently, been perpetrated by another member 
of the aame family ^ tv ho obtained the continuance 
of a Surinjam* of the annual value of Ra. 582, by 
fahely representing himself to be the son of the 
Last incumbent, which he was not. 

53. (/overnment have ordered the attachment' 
of this Surinjaraf pending the Irfeifi Commia-. 
sioner^B final report, which is under preparation. ^ 

54. Mahomed ^Abdool Kadur held a $urin- 
jara, of the estimated annual value ofi upv^ardfl 
of R&* 8,5004 ’^hich lapsed at his death ; a pen- 
sipn equal to half the get proceeds being con¬ 
tinued to his sons, from whom, however, accord* 
ing to the Revised Lists, a sum of Ba. 5,806 
was to be recovered on account of a village 
described as having been enjoyed by the fath^t 
without any right, but which, on inquiry by 
the Inam Commissioner, turned out to have been 

r ^ 

granted by the Deccan Commissioner under"' 
written authority from the (Jovemor, Mr. Elphin- 
stone, the Commissioner's order to the’Collec- 
tor of Ahmednuggur, directings (he village^to be 
made over to the grantee, was found duly re¬ 
corded in the Ahmednuggur Collector’s Office* 

' 55. Gov^ment, on being made acquainted 

'with the en'ODGOUB nature ofttbe entry in the 
Revised lists, at enee directed the payment of 
the large sum v^thheld on accouirt of the afore¬ 
said village. 

56.* Balkrishn Gungadhur Eanuray held a 
Surinjam of the annual value of Ra. 867,|| which, 
having been granted by the last Peshwa, Bajee 
Rao, lafised at BalLnshn's death, his son, Narayen 
Rao, becoming entitled to a pennon of half the 
n^t proceeds. In the Revised Lists, however, the 
^on was shown as entitled to A pension of not 
merely tho^half of the l^pspd Surinjam, but of 
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lialf/alaDf of the penaion which had been enjoyed 
by hia deceased father^ and which ought never 
to hav; been entered in the Revised liAs at aH. 

f h 

57i The Inam Commissioner^ in reporting 
this case to'Government, eubmifted for thejr 
consideration certain facts connected with the 
non-payment of the sum justly due to the son, 
*^farayen Rao, and, after his death, to* his legal 

* representatfve; such non-payment appearing to * 
Jbe closely connected with, if it did pbt originate 
in t!^ failure, on the part o£ peieons connected 
witli the*Agent's establishment, to extort a very 
laigeeum of money from the person to whom the 
pension had been granted by the Honorable 
@ourt of Directors. 

58. Government, on receiving the Inam Com- 
miseionar's report, directed the arrears of the 
pension granted on the lapse of the Surmjam to 
be paid to the son Narayen Rao'e legal represen- 
tat^ve, and ordered the Agent for Sirdars to 

* mquire and report* fully on the subject of the 
apparent attempt at extortion. « 

59, ■ The Nigray family held in Surinjam a 

village in the ^hmednuggur Collectorate, of the 
,annual value of a little more than Rs. l,000.t 
It had been granted long after a* d. 1751, but 
had^ nevertheless, being recomm^ded for herc^ 
ditary continHance by the Agent for Sirdar^, 
Mr* M^arden, on the grounds of tlje peculiarity 
of the origin of tlie grant, mid the manner in 
which it had come to b« held rendering it almost 
impossible^to carry the Rules through §o many 
ramiheations. . « 

60* The Honorable Gonrt of Diiecton, ht^w- 
ever, negatived the foregoing proposition, and 
observed,—■ * , * 

% Thesd are not sufficient' reasons for |k!r- 
petuating 'a tenure which, from its Ininwte 
sub-division, ia piobably oppressive to the * 


* SaiK ^stibmiUeJ, 
AU[1 proiiduncec^ by Qq- 
verrtment: ** not utit> 
feptoryH” 


j* Appeadix IL* 
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Ryots, and of little value to most of* the 
possessors.'* 

61. The case iFas eventually Bcrntinised by 
* the Inara Comraiasitnierj when, out of the eight 
into which the holding was divided, three 
were found improperly entered in the Revised 
Lists, and tliere appeared every reason for be¬ 
lieving freud to have been committed, under 
* circumstances described to Govern tif^t in the ^ 
, following tfeyma* :— 

“ 27. I slioMld have lecommendeci ^the 

eigner Capt. Comjer'a Stoppage altogether of the seventh share, did 

Setter No. a35, of tte , ® , - . . , 

30th August iBfiS. not the claimants appear to be very little to 

^lame in the matter. In this, as in every* 
thing else connected with the previous ioqul^ 
ries regarding tliis case, the principals have 
never come forward, nor have they until now 
ever been desired to do so, everything having 
been done through a Brahmin agent, the 
truth of whose assertions seems to have be^ 
*taken for granted, although they were made 
under circumstances peculjprly suggestive'of 
the necessity of most careful scri^tiny; for hav* 
ing once ascertained that the bedding had been 
recommended by the Agent for Sirdars for, 
hereditary continuance, on the score of the 
difficulty ofetracing its history, the interest ^>f 
the.^age&t of the claim auts in*jacreaaing that 
difficulty became as direct as obvious. ^ ^ 

28. Blit I am unwilling to' recommend 
the adoption of severe*measures towards the 
claimants themselvei, as they seem to have been 
the mere tools of the agent, Yittul Chintamun, 
and to have been victimised by him to an extent 
scarcely credible.^ Their case ha^long been a 
.bye-word in Poona, where Vittul Chintaraun 
has always been understood to hdve received, 
,for im own tue^ every farthing of the large 
arrears, amounting to Rst 12,267-7-7, tlie pay-* 
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merit of wbidi, on account of both of the xnl- 
lages comprising the Surinjam, was authorised 
under the sanction accorded by the Honorable 
Court of Directors to the revised Surinjain lists. 
1 heard of 'this long ago, hut could scarcely 
credit it^ though 1 felt no difficulty in believ¬ 
ing tjiat advantage had been taken of the igno¬ 
rance of the claimants, who are uneducated 
Muratha^, unable, for the most part, even to 
^ write their names. There is, hoi^ever, every 
ren/on for believing such toiave been the case, 
aj an agreement,* which is still in existence, 
and has been produced before me, was on the 
dth January 1849 regularly executed ^n 
• stamped paper, and by this document the mem¬ 
bers of the Nigray family bound themselves 
to pay Vittui Chin tarn un the whole of the 
arrears then due,^—that is to say, arrears for up¬ 
wards of nine years, amounting to more than 
Qs. 9,000, and, besides this, to grant him land 
•in their village of the annual value of Rs. 75. 

■ ;■ 29. I * do not know whether such an 
agreement as this one would be iiphel^ in a 
civil court, t}inuglf, from what the Agent for 
Sirdars, Mr* LeGeyt, informed Government in 
paragraph 3 of his letter No* 429, of the 12th 
August last, I suppose that it wQald.be consi-* 
dered a legally binding document* Goyern- 
ment, in the case to'which 4 haye just referred, 
intimated that the legality of the description 
of bonds alluded to by Mr. LeGeyt was under 
consideration, but no further orders have been 
received. It must doubtless be diffici^t, but 
should it be possible effectually to* diacouia|^ 
bargains of this nature, to do so would, go 
very far towards disabusing the ignorant and 
most numerous classes of the community a 
prevalent belief not more erroneous thad pre¬ 
judicial to good government/' 


• tbii pMtR- 

gnpli wR origiDblly 
penoed. the Rgreeutent 
li 44 bau either uisLaid 


iDp or ttolen froiDp the 
loam CominiMicnitr** 
Office, and bu not yet 
b««a foiuid,” 
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* GoTiTifbient have 
tince ^ispdied of thLi 
case» and have, undec 
<Ute the QOth May 
Dfderfid the ar- 
fanccment recaniTDeDd- 
ed Dy the fuQi Com* 
maitsioner to be carried 
Oat> 
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f ^ Purographa 3 and A 
of the Ibaiti C^^munla- 
■ioner Aitn Har^’^a re-^ 
]>oTt, l4o. ilated 
tbe_i3tb Jmiuary 1353^ 


62- The orders of GoYemnient in this case 
have not yet been Tccdved.* 

63* rfaave new to describe the result of the 
Scrutiny of the Revised Lists of Pensions granted 
in commutattott for Stirinjams restimed by the 
British'Qovernment^ the Rules laid down for the 
continuance of which, by the Honorable Court of 
Directors, accorded in principle with those direct¬ 
ed to be applied to the existing SniSnJams,**-that 
is to say, tlwe pensions were to be continued Jus|| 
as long as, under the aforesaid Rules, the l^iinn- 
jams, had they not been commuted mta»pensions, 
would have been. 

(64* Shortly after the conquest of the Dee- 
can, several districts, which had belonged to the 
Peflhwa, were ceded by the British Government 
to the Nizam,I with whom it then rested to con¬ 
tinue or not, at hia pleasure, Surinjama to a 
large amount which had been held in those 
districts prior to the cession.* Generally sp^Sk- 
irfg, they were not continued, and a long dtscUe-' 
aion eni^ued as ta whether coinpensation forjthem 
should be granted, and if so, whether the Expense 
sljould be borne by the Bridsh of,hy the Nizam’s 
Government* 

65. 1’he manner in which these claims were 
tiaally disposed of was clearly described by the 
Iuam ,Commissioner fn the following termsj;:— 

“ 3. The records of Government show that 
the whole of*tliese Jagheers 
generally spoken of agpChouth Jagheers) were 
valn^ at five lakhs of rupees, but after a very 
full 'and protracted dkcuseion, which lasted 
Tj^m A**n* 1823 until 1825, and in which 
the nght of tlip dispossessed Jagheerdm to 
* compensation was discussed by the Supreme 
tJoverntnent and that of Bombay," as well as by 
' M^^ Chaplin and Sir Charles Metcalfe, the 
GoveniinVnt of India recorded as their opioion, 
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tha\ Tio obligation fittaphed either to the Nitam 
or to the Honorable Company to provide for 
the Obouth Jagheerdara, who^ had ^ audered by 
the ev^ts of the war in commoa with thev 
late sovereign, Bajee. Rao.' 

“.4* The Government of Bombay waa left 
to form a final opinion on tbU point, and they 
* did so by fianctioning a proposaP by Mr, 

. Chaplin,«that a certain few of the diapoBses&ed 
^ Jagheerdars should be penaioned 

66/ The Honorable Court of Directora, for 
who^e orders the question as to whether these 
pensions had been properly entered in the Revis¬ 
ed Lists as hereditary ones was referred, issujpd 
the following iDStFUOtipns* :— 

“Incur letter of the 12 th of April 1842, * Extract firam ^ara* 

^ referred to by Captain Cowper, tbe only pen- l^iSatfb 
signs of which we spoke were those granted in 
commutation of ^ Jaglieer laud/ situated in ter- 
VjtoTies ceded to a Native prince. We never 
' *int^Dded to apply the same rule to those gram- 
ed^ in commutation for payments from the 
Cbobth, and^if we rightly understand Mr. Hart, 
he xecogDise^ jha same distinction. We 
.therefore, that it he kept in view in revising 
the lists.** 

67. The pensions adected by ^ the foregoing 

instructions, aoA which had been entered in the 
Revised'Lists as hereditary ones, without a single 
word of reference to or explanation regarding 
tlie past proceedings oa record, amounted to up^ 
wards of 23,006 per annum. ^ 

68, A pension of Bs. 320 per anni^m was 
entered in the Revised Lists in the name^ of 

Manuckjee ^ulud BahgdcK^rt ^^9 had'^ever, it f Appeudii a. 
turned out on inquiry, been &eard of during the 
preceijing thirty years, and whose name ^had 
never been entered in any of the previoi^ pen¬ 
sion lists. ^ ^ 



32 


* Appendix A A. 


t PiTftgmplit 2 to 7 

of GaTemment letter lit 
tlie Politic tl Defpart- 
fflent. No. 2fi77j or tht 
I4t]i Jiue 18£3. 


J ^ Mr* Brown HTFUid- 
ed them the ium jpf 
Bi. 6,500 M «^rea^f^ 
^iehbu not fa MU jwid j 
in coam^ueiice of 
niitnl prec&utiauuy 
order isiued by Govem- 
nmit on tho let OctO" 
ber iMt." 


69* Qoverpment in this ease decided on pro¬ 
hibiting any further payment* Trithout a certifi¬ 
cate froifl the Agent for Sirdars of Manuckjee 
wnlnd Bahadoor being really alivp* 

70, Up tb this date no such 'certificate has 
hem^i nor is it likely that one ever will bo fur- 
aisbed, aa Manucyee died, in all pro Ability, 
before th^ introduction of British rule* 

71, Arrears amounting to Ra* ejSOO, togetlier ■ 
with a life^'genaion of Rs* 400 per annum, would^ 
had no scrutiny o^the Revised Lists taken^jjlaee, 
have been paid to the sons of Yeshwunt 
Babur,* on tbe strength of an entry in the Re¬ 
vised Lists, the erroneous nature of which was 
described by Government in tlie following 
terms'!" 

“2* 1 am also desired to forward a precis 

of the past proceedings of Government on this 
subject, and to state that it is clear, from the 
facts mentioned by Captain Cowper in the 
* and following paragraphs of his letter, that the'" 
Surinjam, in,commutation of which the^pen¬ 
sion of 800 was assignt^l bv Mr* Elphin- 
stone in 1819, in the name of Jatlojee,^(but 
apparently to his son Yeahwunt RaoJ was 
granted by the Peshwa as a fniiiiarp and not 
< as a personal Surinjam, and this &ct probably 
' induced Mr* Elphinstone to a life-tenure 
to Ihe pension. 

“8. If, however, this point *were to be 
waived in favour of the &mily, Mr* Brown 
still -evidently committed an error in entering 
in l^ia lists of 18^1 the two younger sons of 
^reahVunj^.Rao as entitled to a moiety of their 
deceased fkCher'e pension,f since their elder 
^brother, l^^ishifh Rao, who died in 1849, 
could alone poiseas any claim to succeed lo 
, that'pension. 

4. If, therelbre, bjy a^ llbeial interpreta- 
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tion* the villages in cemmutation of T^hicli this 
pension was assigned were to be considered in 
the light of a * personal/ and not of a 'military 
gurinjan]/this grants iu consequence of its 
having beeii conferred in the liml of the lasf 
Peshwa, would be resumable on the death of 
the first British grantee, a^stipend equal to a 
moiety of the reanmed pension being Continued 
for life tefbts son* 

“ 5, If, therefore, Yeshwunt.Rqif be consi¬ 
der^ the first British grantee, his eldest son, 

Ktisbna Hao, would have been entitled^ from 
the Ist March 1S30 to the period of his death 
in 1849^ to an annual pension of Rs. 400, fropi 
•which should be deducted the annual allowance 
of JFls. 200 which was paid to his father's widow 
from March 1830 to November 1940, and from 
* Krishna Rao's death in 1840 the grant would 
be entirely resumable. If, on the other hand, 
the grant be regarded as a miliiar^ Surinjam, 
iCrishna Rao, on the death in 1830 of hfs 
father, Yeshwunt Hao, would i^t have been en¬ 
titled to any allowance. 

“ 6. Theji^meff of Tookaram and Suheer- 
jee Babur, the two younger sons of Yeshwunt 
Rao, having been improperly entered in Mr. 

Brown's lists. His Lordship in Qpuncil directs" 
that they be jhrthwitb expunged therefrom, 

7.- Before finalty deciding whether the 
late Krishna Rao shall he cbnsidered to,have 
been entitled to any allowance for the period 
intervening between his father*s and Ks own 
death, 1 am desired to request that you will 
report whether he has left a widow-or diildr^^ 
and if so, yhether or not th#y are in destitute 
circumstances;” ‘ , 

72i *The defers of the Honorable ^Courft con- , 

firming those of the Bombay Government m this n*? 

case, are below transcrtbedi^ OctobeHesr^p 
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Apptndii 88* 
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* t 

** 15. In cn^e 13 (ou which hav« not. 
finally decided) Yeshwunt Rao Babur would 
be^ coboidered the £nit British gimtee^ and 
KHshnn Rao bis i^preaeulatiirfi in the next 
I generation*; but in onr apinion iHs not neoea^ 
sary to ' go into that question. As Oaptain 
Coirper observq^ the Jagheer was a jniUtery 
and nol a paraquat Surhijam, and Mr. Etpbtn- 
stonewas opposed to the contiouandb of military- 
Suriojab^. This case was, howerer, inserted 
in his list, probably, as suggested in tl(e dth 
paragraph of Captain Cowper*s repoit, bedUuae 
Mr. Elphinstone consideied it politic and 
^humane to make some present provision'for 
the Surinjamdar, 

*' 16. His intentions being limited to that 
object, be recommended that the allowance 
proposed by him should be only for life; 
therefore, it properly ceased on the death of 
Yeahwuni Rao/* 

c 

• 73. Half of a pension of Rs. 1*500, together 
with arrears amounting to Rq. 3*65^* was entered 
in the Revised Lists as payable tq Vishaoo Huree 
Oke,* on account of a &Tibjain.therein deeoribed 
as resumed by the British Government, but 
which, on inquiry, turned out to have been 
fesumed by the Peshwa before the introduction of 
British rule, and to have beem^ described in 
express terms in Mr. Elphinstone^s UsUf.. 

74. Qovemm^t, on losmiog the teal foots of 
this case, ordered the grant to bo forthwith 
expunged from the Ikts. 

75. t A life'pensian of' Rs. 4,030 per annum 
wSs granted by Mr. Elphinstone to the disciples 
of MunoliuTgeer^t^ithout any ailu^on whatever, 
ix the recorded reasons for making the grant, to 
it«1»eiug in -hew of apermm^ Surinjhm ; whmas, 
in ot&hr cases in which |tenslona'^frm giUBted'^n 
commutadoq for peribiiil tSnrinJanas raaumed by 



35 


the tfritidh Qoremment, tlie fact was dutinctly 
recorded Mr^^EIphinetooei. 

76. Half of. foregoing peofliorf vould, 
aocordiog to the Reviaed Liata, have been eon- 
6niied to a aecoiid generation, had n*ot the Inan^ 

CommiaejoneF^s eorutiay phcad beyond a doubt 
the fact the SuTlnjam, described in the Eevl^ 

Ciaia as one reaumed by the British Government, 
not having held at all at the introduction 
^ British rule. * 

77. ^ Government, on this information, declined 
to sdbctioB the oontinuanoe of half the pension 
to a second generation. 

78. An hereditary pension of Re, 2,500 wouljl 

have been con tinned to Boobajee Po war’s son,* * Appeudix SD. 
to whom arrears amounting to nearly Rs, 17,000 
would also have been paid, had not the inam 
Commissioner’s scrutiny proved the Surinjam, 
which, according to the Revised Lists, had been 
resUpied by the British Government, not to have 
h^ held at all at the close of the Peshwa’s rule, 
and to have been bo described in (be clearest and 
most distinct terms, £y Mr. Elphinstone- 
7 j 9.. Thd Inapi CoEnmissioner's report bn this 
case elicited an order from Government declaring 
the pension to have lapsed at the death of Boo¬ 
bajee, Po war, to whom Mr. EIpjjinatone bad* 
expressly grantcA it as a charitable allowance,' 
because though a person*of great rank, he 
appears to have no claim to any. Jaghecr/’ 

SO. The orders gjt the Honorable Court in this 
case are belqw transcribedf:— * 

^‘13. The refeienoe of JJr. Brown’sJist of 
pensions in commutation of Surii^me ‘to the lass'* 

Inom CompUBeioner has led to the ex^ungmg 
of No. 17 from the list. tJaptain Cowper',^ 
repots oondusively shows, that .the original 
grantee of tUs pension.hdki no Surinj^ a\ 

4he .breaking out pf th« and was not con^ 
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sidered by Mr, Elpbinsiooe to have a cldim .to 
any Jagheer, Tbfi peuaian /waa grants to him 
on gtller gronDda, and only for life. It ifaa, 
h 0 wever/continued iundinainished to his son 
, Boobajee^'who died in 1845* Madhow Rao, 
the son of Boobajee, has clearly no valid claim 
,to the continuance of any part of it. For¬ 
tunately, the recommendation of Mr. Brown in 
bis favour had not.been carried llito effect,” 

8i* Acfording to the Revised Lists, arrears 
amounting to nearly Rs. 4,300^ and a life-fusion 
of upwards of Rs, 500, were to have been pdid to 
Raglio Mulhar*B eon, Bapoajee Ragoonath,^ on 
account of a Snrinjam described as one resumed by 
the British Government, but proved by the Inam 
Gommissioner's inquiry to have been resumed by 
the Peshwa several months before tlie introduction 
of the British Government, to whom the Peshwa 
ceded it by the Treaty concluded at Poona cm the 
17tli of June 1017. 

* 82. The orders of Government in this case 
have not yet been received.f, 

83. Tlie financial result of the scrutiny of 
these Lists, in so far as it hbs h^tf rto' proceeded, 
is, that holdings of the estimated annual vidue 
of sc^^eniy thousand rupees have been found 
‘improperly C*, e. tliey were not what they^ were 
described to be, and tliey were, ja reality, entered 
contrary to the Rules laid down by the Court of 
Directors, upon ^hich the lists wete professedly 
framed) entered as herediu^, they being con- 
tinuable for two lives only; that on^ bolding of 
the estimated annual value hundred rupie^^ 
entered in the lists as continiiable for two genera¬ 
tions, has been found properly cot^tinuable only 
for one I that Surinjams and pensions of.the 
estimated annual value of more *lhan nineteen 
ihouhind rupee^y not continuablebt all, have been 
found entered as lift-gcmti; and lastly, that 
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arrears arriounting to upwards of th%Hy*ei^ht 
thousand rupees woufd have been improperly paid 
had thiti scrutiny not taken place* 

84* This scratmy has disclosed ranch that 
seems to demand serious consideration* In this 
plaee^ however, I would merely advert to the nn- 
f^nestienable proof which it has afforded of the 
necessity of an Alienation Department The 
amount of eVror and fraud now found to have 
been^mmitted in this one (the Agent for Sir- 
dars’^.office is certainly very gfcat, and the Lists 
supposed \o have beeti thoroughly revised have 
turned out not merely incorrect, but actually 
replete with errpr from which they were prg^ 
vifiusly free. It is scarcely to be supposed that 
miiWs could have occurred had there been a separate 
and specially trained agency available. 

85. But I should be wrong to withhold from . 
Government the conviction which the experience 
o^ some years has forced upon rae* that matters 
are* in a scarcely bettor state in the Revenue 
DcpSintment^ while ^the Itiibifc revenue at stake 
there is*infinitely greater in amount:—the care- 
IcssneBS, ignorance, efror, and fraud which per* 
viide the past inquiries regarding alienated re¬ 
venue it would, I feel assured, be next to im¬ 
possible to find in nny private transactions of* 
similar ex tent. She fact is,—at least so it certain¬ 
ly appears tome,—that while4lie Inquiry has, on 
the one hand/iavolved questions and leclmicaH- 
ties but seldom thofoughly, and too often not at 
all understood, and has required time and labour, 
not a tithe of which the oiBcers expected to 
attempt the task have had at their -disposal^ ft 
has, on the other, been impeded and baffted by 
falsehood and fraud in almost every direction j 
and when to the foregoing it is added that the 
hereditary district and village, offiders, man^ ofi 
the ^mer of whom are very highly r^uaerated, 

/* 

» -r * 
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have throughout been the principal agents id 
plundering the public revenue, for the protection 
of which*they hold, and have ever held their Wu** 
tuna,-—for the production of the revenue accounts 
of the former Government which they and others 
are now found to have concealed in everj^ quar¬ 
ter would have long ago ensured the Te<ipvery of 
most of the fraudolent alienations,—when all this 
13 considered. It seems really surprising tliat things^ 
are no wor^e than they are* 

86, Before cVssing tliis report I woul^ aub^ 
mit, with deference, a few obaervationa*on a'-sub- 
ject which is, I am persuaded, of the last import- 
a;rice to the satisfactory and efficient prosecution 
of the inquiry for which a separate department 
has at length been partially organised, I refer 
to the degree of publicity which should be given 
to the proceedings of this Commission, which, m 
each Q^ise of any importance, should, I am very 
strongly of opinion, be published as soon as ,p09- 
#ible after final adjudicaUon* There is nothing, 
I believe, so well vJculated as this to correct 
much popular error which prevails, and which 
it is the special object of a* few^ yitcrested parties 
to foster and disseminate for tlieir own improper 
purposes. 

" 87. The tpeople of this country are unfor¬ 

tunately not at present in a condition to under¬ 
stand or to appreciate the fact that their relief 
from unfair and "undue taxation is one of the 
chief objects of the Alienation Inquiry, and one 
which*renders imperative upon the Government, 
aa trustee for the community, its thorough prose¬ 
cution ; but this furnishes, I think, the strongest 
ground^ for putting it out of the power of any 
educated person to plead want of opportunity, 
and means of obtaimug a knowledge of tl\e truths 
as excuse for ignorance or Ibr the advEmce^ 
ment of unfounded assertions^ 
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8^. The publicity 1 advocate would, even 
though not efTecting everything to be desired, 
certairly remove one cause of complaint?—would, 
by correcting much existing misapprehension, 
greatly facilitate the inquiry,—and‘would, more¬ 
over, ,render comparatively inoocuous the mis¬ 
chievous misstatements sometimes emanating 
Trom quarters whence better things •might be 
, expected, * • 

89. It is in the hope that Government will 
see Tfft to publish the cori'e^ondence that has 
takdn place in connection with this Scrutiny of 
the Revised Surinjam and Pension Lists, that I 
have appended a statement of tl*e documents 
'ighich afford a complete history of each case*^aa 
far as it has gone,—whether it be the past proceed¬ 
ings ; the errors in those proceedings wliich have 
flow been exposed and corrected ; or the grounds 
and principles upon which such correction has 
been made, 

I have the honaur to be, See, 

' ^Signed) 'T, A, Cowper, Captain, 

Inam Commissioner Northern Division, 
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Mimcie b^*ihe lU^ht Honorable tjf^ GovEmton, daied the 

Sih y^/y 1S5G. 


Captain Cowper'e comprehensive Report on the Scrutiny of the 
revised Surinjam and Pensiop Lists induces me, after the sentinjente 
of Government halving been expressed upon the merits of each case, 
to lay before the Board the general contusions which have been 
6uggegled to me by this imparent investigation, ,-f ' 

2, The errors which the Revised Lists contained have ^ }>een 

rectified to the extent to which the scrutiny up to tlfe present 
time proceeded. But the discussion cannot be closed with out a 
marlted expression of*.*.hc opinion of Government as to the source of 
the evils which have been redressed by the strenuous exertions of the 
Inam Commissioner, and a consideration of the means which should 
be adopted for the prevention of similurievil l>creafter. ^ 

3, A perusal of Captain Cowper's report at once estabiishes the 
conviction that a considerable revenue would have been irrecoverably 


lost to a Government which is already unduly burdened by 'the 
grants and alienations of former rulers* but for this arduous investiga¬ 


tion, But the loss of a specific aihouQt of revenue'forms only □ 
minor element of the evil wjiich has been disclosed*—J:he systematic, 
and hitherto successful fraud which has been arrayed against tlie 
rights of Government—the encouragement given throughout ths' 
Presidency to the belief that an uiider*cnrrent of intrigue and false¬ 
hood may defeat those rights—appear to me the real evil with which 
we have to contend, and .which demands from us a vigorous cootroh 
4 4- The Surinjam investigatbii discloses a system of fraud, It 
fixes the delinquency upon the Office of the Agent %; Sirdars at 
Poona* It is with regret I am compelled to ^tate that the Agents to 
whom the revision of the Surinjam Lists was entrusted have acquit¬ 
ted themselves of that duty in a most incomplete and perfunctory 
manner; but what waft parelesgUess in them was dishonesty in their 
Bubordinates* Some of the principal of these subordinates are dead, 
and it would* therefore, be difficult to fix specific guilt upon those 
that remain, or to apport^n the degree of wrong-doing to each ; but 
one fact appears to me to stand clear upon the evidence adduced in 
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tlie Su’rmjain Inquiry—that tlio Ag(?nt*fl Office lias been an organisa¬ 
tion for tlie deliberate robbery of Government* , *, 

5. With is organisation we sh(>uld*deal promptly and vigor¬ 
ously* A Government cannot infringe upon the libffrty or property 
of any of Its subjects without due &ncl legal proof of delinquency; 
but it has a right, when a great wrong has beefi perpetrat^ by a 
body of its servants, anti when It cannot exactly fix the wrong upon 
individuals, summarily to relieve itsetf from the general body, 
especially whj^i^the suspicion cannot be avoided that^ll were in some 
measure guilty, 

*(). propose, then, to abolish the ^tablisbmerit attached to the 
Officetlf Agent for Sirdars; the Agent himself I would, at least for 
the ^>resent, retain. In discussing tlits measure, 1 shall first briefiy 
state the reasons which, in my opinion, constitute its complete justi- 
ficiUiori, and I shall then detail the arrangem^ts which I would 
propose if my views meet with the concurrence of my colleagues* 

7* Iti Mr. Warden's Lists of 1844 the Kuddum Bauday Surin- 
» jam was entered as hereditary* In the next year 

Warden submitted, in the Revenue Depart- 
mont, a report clearly showing that th# l:oldings 
Ijud^tTcver been granted in Surinjam, but >vere,Inam9, wliicli had 
been resumed by the Peshwa, and continued by the Cornmidsibnef of 
the Decq^n, as rin act of grace, for the lives of the dairuauts* Not* 
withstanding this plain statement of iucta, the holdings were 
entered aa hereditary Surinjams in Mr* Brown's Lists of 1847,— 
ultlibugli they never were Surinjams, and never were granted before 
1751, — although they were Inams which had been j’esumed, and only 
continued for one life* * . 


8. The Surinjam of the Nigray family had been recommenced for 

hereditary continuance, on the ground of the dif- 
igniy BSC* ticulty of* tracing its history* Wheif, however, 

the Honorable Court d&lined to permit Jts continuance, it waa 
obvious that^ very careful and minute inquiry was demanded, as the 


parties interested would natura^lly exert tlieiuselvcs to complicate the 
difficulty* On the inquiry being conim(^cedv the principals were 
never examined, but the assertions of a Brahmin agent were received 


without question. It was subsequently showtilby the Inam C?om- 
missioner that th^ee out of eight shares had ’turen imperfectly entered 
m the Lasts, and that the Brahmlo agent had *obtained*from the 
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principals—wha, thranghoutt took no part in .the discussion—an 
flgroetnent, by winch he was enabled to appropriate to his own use the 
whole of the arrears, amo&nting to upwards of Rs* 12,000, which 
were ordered td be paid to the family on the conclusion of the Agent's 
inquiry* Captain^ Cow per states Uiat this case was a bye-word in 
Poona, and that he had frequently heard the story before his own 
duties led him to an examination of the Nigray claims, 

9, The case of Balkrishna Kanuday's pension is somewhat Bimilar 
" to that of the Nigray family* The Court of 
da/fi^CosE*^^ Directo reordered a pension to be paid to Narayeu 

Balkrishua Kan^day, with arrears of Rs. f0,000, 
Ten days after tills sanction was received In the Agent*s Office", some 
of his subordinates obtained a bond from Narayen Balkrislma, by 
which he bound himself to pay half of the arrears, and an annual 
pension of Rs* lOtJ, to persons who were Co make the neccss*iry 
exertions to obtain for him what they know, though he did not, had 
already been granted* The facts transpired, and the agreement 
was never fulfilled* Narayen Balkrishna was, however, nna'ulo 
before liis death to obtain either pension or arrears, and' the Agent’s 
explanation of these facts was pronounced by Government tq be -^not 
satisfactory*” ♦ " * 

10* On the lapse of a Surin^am held by Majiomed Huncef, 

Mr, EIpbinstone'a Moonshee, a pension was 
granttkl to the next generation* ' From this pen¬ 
sion deductions were made in tliie Agent's Office 
to the amount of about Rs* 5,000, on account of a village described 
as having been held without due authority. On the records being 
transferred to the Iiiam Commissioner, an original letter of Mr, 
Elphipetone, authorising the grant, yvas discovered, and. the error 
rectified. But for the diligence of tie Inam Commissioner, the,gross 
carelessness* of the Agent’s subordinates ^ould otherwise have de¬ 
prived the receiver of the* pension of a considerable sum of money* 

I], The^Revised List^ contained an entry relative to the pension 

(Rs* 320).of Manukjee Bahadooi, although such 
a person had never been heard of during the 
thirty years which intervened between the fell of 
the Peshwa and the revision of the Lists in 1847* Sueh an entry was 
little more than offering a reward for the personation of Manukjee* 
On a report from the Jnam Commigsioner the entry was expunged. 


Maliamed Jlun ceP b 
C ase, 


Mftnukjee Bahs- 
door^fl PeDBion* 
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12/ In the case of tfie Wamorekur's Surinjaia, a most gross frauJ 

was committed. The Surinjam had been cor- 
WflTnowkur i r^ctly entered in fornfer lists, but in the Lists of 

1844 a mistake was alleged to have occurred in 

the calculation of the Arabic year. The grant wqs thus pronounced 

to be one of a. b. 174L The Inam Commissioner showed that no 

mistake had really occurred, and that the Arabic j’ear corresponded 

with A. 177L Mr. Brown’s Lists ofT847 retained Mr* Warden's 

* 

erroneous entry, without remark, but with an erroneous addition. 

^ J3. The Snrinjam of Krishn R^o' Neelkunt Moozumdar was 

KrifilHi Rao Ned- of 1844 as having been 

iQDt • Moovumdar^s granted before 1751* The GoYCTnment, in no- 

ticing this entry, pointed out that only aiicli 
portions as were granted before 1751 should be entered as lieredi* 
taKy^ Notwithstanding this caution, the Surrnjam was again enter¬ 
ed as lieredilary, because granted before 1751* The Inam Commifl- 
sioner subsequently showed that the portion granted before 1751 
cdhstitutccl about an eighteenth part of tl*e whole* 

J4, The Sunujam of Meera Gunnee Rissaldar was entered cor- 
^ rectly in Mr* Warden's Lists, but on their revision 

Saliltr’s case. Brown, it was Stated to be a Surmjaitl 

attaclied by Jhe Peshwa and restored by. the 
Britisfi Government.’ The real fact was that the Suriojara did not 
exist until three jearstafter the introducti(fn of British rule* 

15. The Surinjam of Bhngwunt Rao Holkar, both in Mr. War- 

den’s and Mr. Brown’s Lists, was entered as one 
^ granted by the Peshwa. It really was a grant by 
^ Holkar, and had no connection with tlic grant)* 
of the Peshwa to which the,Honorable Court’s Rules alon^ were 
applicable. The case had been adjudicated, and the whole of the 
true facts were on reconl in the Agent’s Ofiace. * 

16* The,Surinjam of Kriahn Rao Neelknnt Poorundhuree was 

Krishn Hdo Neel- entered in Mr. Warden's Lists aS hereditary^ 
kunt Pewruudhuree's although only two^sixthg of it were granted before 

1751* The Govemnflent fh this <^se pointed out 
the doubt which existed, and* the claimant hjmsdf furnished the 
Agent, Mr, Brown, with the correct dates of the grant. Notwith¬ 
standing these facts, the error was retaihe'S ^d was eventually 
exposed by the laagt Cpmmiaaioiiei% , 
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17, On tlie lapse of a Siirinjam Ijeld hy Saojee Rtio Nimljiilkur, 

*, * a pension of Rs* 794 per annimi, with arrears 

Nim^alkm! amounting to Rs. 7,000, was granted to Manko- 

jee Rao Nimbalkur, oji tlje ground that bis 
adoption hy Saojee had received the sanction of the Peshwa. It was 
subsequently discovered hy the Inam Commissioner that no such 
sanction had been accorded, He also showed that the late Raja of 
Moodhole had disbursed Rs^6,000 as a bribe in djis case (to whom 
could not be discovered), and that perjury and forgery had beejt 
resorted to without scruple, in .support of the chiirnant*3 pretensionj- 
The jiayraent of the pension was stopped, and Mankojee Rao*s name 
was expunged from the List of Sirdars. * 

18, Pensions amounting to Rs. 23,000 per annum were entered 

in the Revised Lists as hereditary, withotit even 
Sutmjaai ullusion to- proceedings On record in tlie 

Agenfs Office, showing tlie whole of these pen¬ 
sions to have beefi specifically declared life*grantft*' only, ^ 

19, A Suriujum in Nimar was entered in tlie Revised Lists as here¬ 

ditary in tlie name of Cliimnajee Vittiil Fuoruri- 

Chimuajee Vjttul dliuree* Its restoration on tliat tenure was ad- 

PuoTuuclLiUTce'BNimar . . i j ^ ■ i 

Surinjain, vocateu, on tile groona that its resumption on the 

death of the Inst incumbent was an ** oversiglit/' 
The records of the Agent*s Office showed that so far from tlie resump¬ 
tion being an oversight, the holding bad beeil formally declared by 
the Supreme Government in 1822 a lifc-gi'ant, and that Chimmijee 
Vittul, OTi the death of the grantee, bad, through the Agent, applikl 
for its continuance, and that his application had been negatived, 
Mr, Warden, on the me coming before Govemmenf, expressly 
stated that these facts had never been brought to his notice/ 

20, The^ Deccan Surinjatn of Cfiimnajee Vittul Pooruiidhuree 

Cbinmaj^ Vittul entered in tlie Lists of 1844 as hereditary, 

PoonindhuTM^A Dec- and ad Supported by Sunuds of dates prior to 
c&n Sumjam. D, , 175L The ^error was retained in Mr/ 


Brown's Lists; but h lias be^n established beyond doubt that a 
large portion of the Sunnjara was granted after 175L ^ 

2L These cases—rund there are others equally eignificant-*-plainly 
show that frauds have b^en practised on the Agents, MrC Warden and 
Mr.-Brown, who, unfortunately, having other arduous duties to per* 
form, evidently left the preparation of the Lists to Uicir subordinates. 
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An inquiry into thesa tran6action§ was defeated by the sudden ^entk 
of Bheemrao Ramajee^ the Sherlatcdar, who was summoned frqm his 
appointment of Moonsiff of, AmulnaJr to*afFord the necessary expla¬ 
nations, bat who died before he could leave KhandeTsh. The state¬ 
ment of Raojee Pend say, an old pensioner, formerly employed in tiie 
Daftui: and supposed to know more about the Peshwaa* records and 
the afl'ai^ of the Poona Sirdars than any other Native, although it 
dknnot be relied upon with confidence ^s evidence, is much to the 
point i— * * 

« Now and then I had to go to the Adawlut for the purpose of 
givthg my evidence as to the authenticity or otherwise of Sunuds. 
antf on these occasions Bheemrao and Vidyadhur Purushram, tlic 
Sheristedars of the Agent, showed me the Mtiratbee draH; of a 
general statement of Surinjams which they had drawn out with a 
«view to the preparation of Surinjum lists to ba sent to England- 
1 pointed out to theiOj then and there, the alterations that I thought 
necessary, after carefully examining the entries shown to me; 
•but I have reason to believe that these altei'ations were not made 
by them'; for in the case of t!ie Kuddura Banday's Inan villages 
in Khandeish, which were entered in the draft as Surinjam, I 
• 'pointed out to them the error which they had •committed, notwith¬ 
standing which these villages ’pere entered in the list as Surinjam- 
In "tins manner they did just as they thought proper. 1 never saw 
Mr. Warden jjergonally during the timfi he was Agent.” 

22* I have little doubt that Vidyadhur Purushram was deeply 
implicated in this system of fraud; but to support a criminal charge 
against him would be impossible, as he would in every instance plead 
that he acted tinker the instructions of the auj^erior, Bhectflrao* But 
the Government has a right ,to say to him and to others ,—*' These 
frauds, or these gross errors, could not have occurred without your 
knowledge, and it was jiour duty to have brought them'to the notice 
of the head of the office.” There, is not, op at all events there ought 
not to be, a single man in t^e Poona Agqit*s Office who is not able 
to tell whether a certain Arabic year jcorrespoods with a, d- 1741 or 
A. n. 1771. • ' 

23* If, as I anticipate, my'colleaguea concuj with me in the pro¬ 
priety of abolishing the Agent’s Office, the folbwing are the arrange¬ 
ments which I 'Would propose :—l would lor tbe present retain the 
Agent, without ^dimipption of sala^ during the time ^he present 
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incTirrvbent shall hold office. On hie retirement, the ealary should be 
redifQsd to Rs. 200 per mensem, the salary drawn by tlie Politi<jal 
Agent in the Southern MuAtha Country, The law, as it now stands, 
requires that tiiere should be an Agent to decide suits against or 
among Sirdars; that duty the Agent should continue to perfonn* 
The political, as distinguished from the judicial duties of the Agent 
are now very light, the Sirdar List having very much decreased, and 
the charge of the Poona Duftur having been transferred to the luaii 
Commission. They arc confined to negotiations for'the settlement 
of claims against Sirdars, witliput, if possible, resort to civil action; 
and to visits of ceremony. These duties the Agent should continue 
U> perform ; and if he finds his establishment as Judge of Poona not 
sufficiently strong for the subordinate duties of the office of the Judge 
and Agent, the Government will be prepared to consider any applica¬ 
tion for increased assistance which may be supported by rcusonahle 
proof of its necessity, 

24, The saving eflFected by the abolition of the Agent’s establish¬ 
ment will be available for the extended establishment required for 
the Alienation Department, which already performs a Considerable 
part of the duties which were formerly expected from the Agent’s 
Office* In arranging his establishments, Captain Cowper will oc 
competent to take any of the clerks and Karkoons of the Agent’s 
Office whom he may be fncHncd to regard as not implicated in the 
Surinjam frauds, 

25. In conclusion, 1 can only reiterate the explosions of appro¬ 
bation which the zeal, energy, and ability of Captain Cowper have 
frequently elicited from Government during the arduous inquiry in 
which be has been engaged; and 1 propose that the reports detailed 
111 the> list which accompanies this letter, with the subsequent 
correspondence required to render each case complete^ be printed at 
the expense of Government, and distributed among all heads of the 
civil departments of this Presidency. 

f- 

S(h Julif f85C* f , (Signed) ELPHiNsroKE* 


Minute the itonorable Mr. Malet, dated I Ith 

T entirely concur jn the observations and opinions recorded by the 
Right Honorable tlic Governoi; in Ins Minutj of^tlie 8th instant I 
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conaidTer the measures proposed for the dismissal of the establisliment 
of the Office of the Agent for Sirdars are called for by the eijyftjm- 
stanees vv^Iiich have been disclosed, and thit the eventual modification 
of that appointment la judicious; and 1 cordially agree in the appro^^ 
bation bestowed on Captain Cowper, who in his able proceedings has 
rendered no common service to Qovernment. 

^llth Jul^ }S56. (Signed) A. Malet. 


Orders carrying out tlie jneasurea described in the foregoing 
Minutes were isaucd to the Agent for Sirdars, and to the 
officer in charge of the AUeoatioin Department, on the 
15th July 1856, 
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No. 3137.* 

« 

To H* E. OoLDBMiD^ Eaq,, 

Secretary to Government, *Bombay. 

have tbe honour to reply to your letter No. 9775, dated 24th De¬ 
cember my ansiver to which has been delayed by the necessity of 

making several references to various quarters for further Information* 

2. The liistory of the Kuddum Band ay family’a tetyire of the alleged Inam 
villhgoa to which your letter relates—that is» its history since the introduetion 
of the present Government—affords a striking eJtample of how thoroughly a 
case may become confused and entangled from the want of a department like 
the Surinjam Department of the Peshwa’s Government, the duty of which waa 
to record and- keep in sight all orders relating to alienations of public' avenue. 
I shall endeavour in the first place to draw up a brief detail of what has been 
regarding the Kuddum Baiiday family's elaims. 

3! On the 13th December 1818 the Sole CoramfEsioner in the Deccan 
ordered the Political A^eut in Khandeish to prepare lists of the Jaghcers of 
certain Jdgheerdara in that province.'* 

4. On the 6th January 1819 the Political Agent complied witli this requi¬ 
sition. Regarding the Kuddum Banday family he stated that their J^a^heer 
had been long ago resumedt He, therefore, left it to the Commissioner to 
settle what arrungement was to be made for the futiye subsistence of the 
family; having merely taken upon himself to restore " for its support in the 
meantime” some Tittim viUages which he (the Political Agent) had been led to 
believe were unauthorioedly seized4>y one Kadir Bhaldart and his reb^ Arabs 
the previous year. * , 

6. On the 10th Januarjt 1619 the CommissioDer replied m*a brief letter, 
merely approving generally of the Political Agent's arrangements. 

6. On the 19th June in the same year (1819) tiie Political Agent in a 
letter to the Commissioner reminded him that as*yet po settlement had been 
made of the Kuddum Banday family'^ and oth^s' claims for their Joghecre; 

* * * 

* My tuth^rity Choi- Tvhat is here stntEJ In pAragnpbi 3 to G is^he copies SiC* whicli farm 

the ADcompnnitiiGiitkto the Khnn^Ldah Collector'^ Letter to Gofernmeat No. 133, d&tcd 4 th 
Mnrch 1B45. * * 

4 

t Mr. A^ent TTm-dcu^B report to GofetomeDt, No. 123, dated tbe EGUi Juls 1845, showi 
that tLia leizuiro ivis epcciil^ly irdfrod hy the PeahwiN 
lA* 
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and qp the 24th of th$ same month tlic Commissioner replied that tlie general 
settlemant of Jagheers would probably be completed in another month, and 
that, meanwhile, the Political Agent should grant the distressed families “ some 
pecuniary assistance.” 

7. * On tJie 9th December ISlfttlie Political Agent wrote to the Commis¬ 
sioner in the Deccan, again bringing to his notice the application of the 
Kuddum Band ay family for “ some allowance,” to which the Commissioner 
replied that as the Surinjams of that tamily had long ago been resumed by 
the late Government, and their inams usurped by others,t he was not inclined 
to recommend any further provision being made for them l^ian that already 
made in tlie restoration of their Inams. 

8. So far, and for several years afterwards, the Kuddum Banday ^family 
were regarded as having finally lost their great Surinjams; their i^stored 
Inams being looked upon, appai^ntly, as a family property to whicli they had 
a right, though theii' enjoyment hafi for a time been interrupted^ 

0- Tlie Imms restored to them appear, however, to have been subsequent¬ 
ly regarded aa JagltGers, for on tlie 24th July 1826 the Acting Collector of 
Khandeish w rote to the Sub-Secretary to Government to press for a settlement 
of the claims to Jagheersin Khandeish, independently of those to Inams; and 
in reply received from the latter officer a letter, No. 108, dated 17th April 
1827, with which the Sub-Secretary stated that he forwarded/hr Uig Colkctm^s 
t}pinion a^^Muratliec memorandum of the Jagheers which appear from the re¬ 
cords of the late Government to have been restored on equitable gronudii, and 
also for the same piiq>ose (opinion) a tabular (English) statement of such of 
the claims as appear to have been whol/y or partially founded on usurpations.” 
The Collector was also informed that no definitive orders would he issued 
until his report should be recLuved. 

10» Hoferenecs made by me to the Secretary fu Gdvemment and to the 
Agent for Sirdars Jiave led to the discovery that the “ Murathee memorandum” 
mentioned by the Sub-Secretary has been lost, but I have obtained fixira the 
Agent for Sirdars the copy of an extract furnished to him by the Collector of 
Khandeish from the English tabular statement whicli accompanied the Sub-Se¬ 
cretary letter No. 1U8 of 1827, and itscolumn of" Remarks” evidently contains 
the substance of the missing Murathee memorandum. ThisCabular statement 
and the “ Rehiarks” in question show (under No^. 19 and 20 of the statement) 
that tlm Kuddum familyright to their alleged Inwn viliagea of Koprel,J 


* My iuthority fur wliat is stuluJ in paragraph 7da to be found in the BCCompAnimeDta to 
the KhBiid.eisli Collector's kttci- to Goreramoiit dated 22iid May IS27. 

i* The Comtois&jnner appears to diave been ignorant of the fact proved by Mr, WanleR, 
na noticed above In ii\y note on paragraph 4, that {he resumptica of the Sqiiids an well aa the 
Siann/ams wfis ordered by the Peshwa. 

t Throughout this report 1 Jiave followed this made of epelliiig, though by no tneam suro 
that it it correct, aa I have not ^cn the uamea of auy of the viL1agor> writteu in the Native 
character, and the apelling of them varies very much in the English correapoodebco from 
which my report n copipiled. ' *■ t 
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TanBat, and Runal^ {Choley) was disallowed by Government, on the gi^unds 
that they had been attached by the late Government, as was prov^ by a 
refetence to the Peshwa^s Duftitr* Govemmenl proposed, therefore, to i^ume 
these villages. % 

n. On the 22ad May 1827 the Collevtor of Khandeish eubEiiitted to the 
Sub-Secretary, as hia opinion, that the course proposed by Government in the 
tabular statement last mentioned should be generally adopted, but suggested, 
as an indulgence to the Kaddmn Banday family, that the Inanis thus found 
liable to resumption should be contiuued as a life-grant. 

12. On the 2ist June 1827 the Sub-Secretary, in a loiter No. 160, inti¬ 

mated to the Collector of Khandeish the consent of Government to the indpl- 
^nce*thu9 suggested,—vii, that the Inadis restored in a. n, 1819 by the 
Politl^*! Agent, (as stated In paragraph 4,) should be continued during the lives 
of th^ incumWnte, who, from the tabular statement mentioned in paragraph 
30, seem to have been Bhaskur Rao (incumbent of Koprcl and Tannab) and 
Krislmrao et cetera (incumbents of Ruualfi). ^ 

13. On the 19tli August and 26th September 1843, and 3rd August 1844, 

petitions were made to Government by various members of the Kuddum 
Banday family, protesting against their villages Koprel, T&nnali, and Runalc 
being restricted to life-holdings, and pointing out that they were hereditary 
Inams and nci Jaghetr^, Oil tliese petitions tlie Collector of Khandnlsh, Mr. 
Bell, reported to Government on the 33rd December 1844 tliat e^en tlicir 
coptiuuauce for life was to be regarded as an indulgence, and, in conoboration 
of this opinion, referred Government to the correapondfence quoted abovt in 
paragraphs 9 to 12. • 

14. On the 29th January 1845 Government, Jo a letter No, 438, called on 

Mr. Bell for a further report on the merits of the three petitions ; and in liis 
reply, No. 138, daterf 4th March 1845, that officer very strongly advocated the 
opinion that the restored Inam villages should be continued hereditarily, ex-' 
plaining at length the reasons of this his change of opipion regarding them, 
and quoting in support of it the correspondence above described in paragraphs 
4 to 6. , 

15. On the 26th March 1845 the correspondence above described m para" 
graphs 13 and 14 was referred by Government witha letter. No. b370 of 1845, 
in the Territorial Departmefit, for the report of the Agent for Sirdars, whose 
reply, No* 128, dated 26th Jidy 1845 (with a postscript dated three days after¬ 
wards) and accompanying ejttrocts from the Peshwa^s Duftur of*L. p. 1816-17, 
show that the Kuddum Bauday^s*lnams were noleeizgd from them by rebels, 
but confiscated by orders of the Peshwa in con^quence of ih^r rebellion. 

16. In consequence of this repq|,t| Government on the^l^th August^1846 
issued to the Collector of KJhandelsh the instructioas*contained in the letter 
No. 4024, to thfe effect that the limitation of tl^ Wuddum Banday family’s 
enjoyment of the tillages Koprel, Tanuah, and Runalc to a life-tenure was 
clearly justifiable, and^ th^ the question of the tenure of a fourtii village^ 
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Tcrkji«nif held by the same family, was to be considered at the death of the 
incumb^t. A copy of this letter was sent to the Agent, and on the same 
davj 'under the Government vesolntion No. 4026, the petitioners mentioned 
in paragraph 13* were informed that the Government decision of 1827, de¬ 
scribed above in paragraph 12, wa& tinai* 

17. On the 20th Febrimiy 1850 the Collector orKhandeiah, in hia letter 
No. 377j reported the death (in 1848 and 1849) of two pereons whom he 
mentioned as sharere with another, Purwntrao, in the villages of ttunale and 
Torkhera, and proposed to resuhie their shares, according to his interpretfttibn 
of the Oovernmeht circular No. 4669, dated 19th December 1844, To tbia 
GpvernmeDt objected, as there appeared from the Collector's report to be still 
a third co-sharer in existence, and because the circular alluded to by the C<Jl- 
lector referred to money allowances (pensions), and not lands. The Gollector 
was, therefore, by a letter No* 1972, dated 14th March 1650, called oti/or a 
further explanation. 

IS, This further explanation is contained in the Collector's letter to Gtj- 
vemmeut No. 2094, dated 24th October 1860, which is the latest in daU? of 
all the documents sent for my opimon aad report with your instructions under 
reply. 

19. In submitting my opinion, I shall in the first place adopt hypotheti¬ 
cally the idea that the Collector is correct in suppoaing that Goverument 
still adheres to its decision of the 15th August 1645, described above in the 
16th paragraph; though, as 1 shall afterwards show, (see below, pamgri^ph 
24, and Appendix,) there ia now some reason for doubting whether Govern¬ 
ment has not, after all, annulled that decision, as well as the previous one of 
1827, referred to by it. 

20* Supposing, however,' the tenure to be one' for life,—the Collector's 
first reason for resuming shares of it, as the ahareholJera die, is that they 
have divided interests, and that the grant did not specify that the estate was 
to be enjoyed undivhi^dly until the deatli of the survivor. But it must be re¬ 
membered that Government had nothing to do with'the division of the family's 
intereste. Had this been-the case, and had each share in each village been 
guaranteed as a ^parate grant, then 1 think* that the Collector would be right; 
but a reference to the correspondence above described shows that in 1827 
the two villa^ea Koprel and Tannah were ordered for life continuance to the 
then ostensible holder, Bhaskur Rao Kuddum Banday,aud Runale toKrishn- 
rao et cetera Kuddum Band^ (a lamentably loose way of describing persons 
having a right against ^Government); and that in 1845 Government decided 
that the question as to the futpre 'continuance of Torkbera was to he left un¬ 
touched until the ^eath of the person whq. was then incumbent; but who that 
person was is nowhere letated in the correspondence sent to me. 

21< All that can be ^th^red from the orders of 1827 and*1845 (supposing 
tiiem to ba still effective) is that Government is pledged tb continue Koprel 
and Tannof till the death of Bhaskur Hao, not revving or in any way inter- 
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ftring with any division nr'fatuily arrangement of those villages unttf the^; but 
when that event occurs the whole imay be resumcfd without respect to shans or 
other private arrangements h In the same wdy, Bunai6 must be continued 
until the death of Krisluirao ef ceterOf it heing left to GoTcrafloent to caU for an 
iuvestigatjon by the Collector, and decide who, besides Krisbnrao, ought to be 
admitted to the privileges promised in such a loose manner; and thus, also, 
when Government by lite investigation shall have discovered who were the 
recognised*incumbents of Torkhera in 1845, that village should be continued 
undisputedly until the death of the survivor of them, it being left for decision, 
either then or iif the meantime, whether or not it should be subsequently 
continued to any one. This is the only course 1 can suggest in a case which 
strikes ^!ne as very indefinitely and unsatisfactarUy managed from the first. 

22. jWith respect to the case of the Bargul family, now alluded to im a 
precedent hy*the Collector, 1 may observe that it seems difierent^ inasmuch as 
the widow whose claim was rejected seems to have claimed possemon of what 
had never been inherited by the person whose immediate heir she was; and it 
seems to have been such a reversionary interest as that which was denied 
by Govemment, and not the mere continuance of a life-tenure till the 
death of the survivor of co-sharers recognised as such by Government* In 
the^resent case (etiil supposing the estate a life-tenure) it by no means follows 
that if the shares of the dec^sed sharers are left untouched by Government 
till the death of the survivor,* the latter will obtain possession of ther^j they 
wil^oftcourse be held till his death by the neafeet heirs (or aesignet's) of the 
deceased sharers. It is only as a definition of the term of continuance that.-the 
life of the survivor, need^be alluded to fby Government^—not creating or 
ofiecting, during that time, any right of possession. 

23. Government has already objected to the fnteq^rctatioii of the circular 

No. 4669 of 1844 brobgbt forward by the Collector of Khandeish in his 2iid 
paragraph. If the shares had been separately guaranteed by G ovemment, the 
interpretation might have been supported. , 

24. I now come to a remarkable phase in the very involved circumstances 
of the Kuddum Banday family,mean the condition into which its tenure 
lias been brouglit by the Honorable Court of Directors* sanction of the revised 
lists of Surinjams in the Deccan, appfbved of in the Court's letter to the Bom¬ 
bay Government, No. 16, dal^ 22nd May 1849. Government will observe 
that the Collector of Khandcish, in the 3rd and 4th paragraphs of hia letter 
alluded to above in my 18th paragraph, has referred to the effect bf the sanc¬ 
tion of the Surinjam lists on the Kuddum Banday &mil 3 ;*s claim, and I beg to 
annex (vide Appendix) an extract of my fet&r No. 3111, dated Slat March 
1851, to the Agent for Sirdara, and pf his reply. No. 149, (fated 11th April 
1051, regarding the same subject. 

26. Government will observe that Mr. Brov^ of opinion that the 

* • 

• Thi* hypctheiu Li of conns !dbpp!lcable to tha vplagai Koprel end Tacnfllij whiei Kam 
«*uiiuble ibwlutely aX Bkas^ aenth. acwidiig to the snien of m?- , 
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Hon«mbl« Courffl approva? of the rerbed Suritijam lists io which the Kud- 
duTtr ,Banday»' tenure of their restored Inams is regarded as hereditary (list 
Nos. I», Nos» 62 and 63) has Annulled the former decisions regarding them,— 

which/" he sa}s, had been brought to the notice” of the Court. It Is, 
however, i^uite evident that the Honorable Court did not notice the proceed¬ 
ings referred to, or otherwise they would certainly not have abstained from 
tiny mention of them in their letter No. 15 of 1849. 

26, Mr. Brown can scarcely be correct in imagining, as he.states, that 

Mr. Warden included the resumed villages in the Surinjam list No. T., as 
entitled to be regai-ded as hereditary, from being part of an Ibid Surmjam older 
tlfcan A. D. 1751 as the tabular etatemcTit of 1827, and the petitions of 
1843-44, both seen by Mr, Warden, shpw that at least two of the' "Villages 
were claimed as grants of the Peehwa Madhow Rao BuUal, who *^id not 
begin to reign till a, 1774, and he (Mr. Warden) was aware of tbeJrfubse- 
{jjuent resumption in 1SI3-14 and 1816-17, In fact, the Inams, whether old 
or new, did not belong to the Surinjani at all, and it is to the Surinjam only 
that mo^t of the remarks in the Agent^a list can apply. ‘ 

27, There seems no doubt, therefore, that the Honorable Court did not 

take full cognisance of this case, or they could not have left it without special 
notice. * 

23. But notwithstanding tliat the Kuddom Banday ^mily is so wholly 
without inteationaliff Teco^nised title, t cannot help thinking that the family 
has a stiong claim for some provision from Government, When that of 11819 
was made, as stated in the letters referred to in paragraphs 4 and 5, 
the authorities did not contemplate the resumption of the Inams then 
restored or tlie discovery of their want of title, or the CommiEsioner 
would have treated the Kuddums as he did either ruined Sirdars—by 
making some other provision for them; and the family does not appear one 
of BO little note as to have had provision made for merely the lives of its then 
existing representatives. Government, however, will be the best judges as to 
whether, under all the circumstances of the case, it will or will not be right to 
obtain the gmut In perpetuity to the family of the villages, to which i do not 
think, strictly speaking, they have now any tenable hereditary title. 

29. if 4his should be done, I would suggest that some definite grant and 
guarantee should he made, which will for the ^iture obviate the passibility of 
a recurrence of such confusion and uncertainty as the very loose procedure 
formerly observed in this case has occasioned. 

30. In case of ^ich a^gratit being made, of course, the suggestions made 
above in tny 21 et para^apk will become inapplicable, as they are made only 
on the Collector''? assumption that the alfeged Inatndars’ teiMire is a tenure. 

I have the honour to be, ic. 

(Signed)' W. Ha«t, 

“ Inam Commissioner- 


23rd April 185f. " 
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APPENDIX TO THE IN AM COMMISSIONEK'S LETTEE No* 3127, DA'JED 

23iii> APRIL 1851. 

* 

JSrfroc^* Idng Paragraphs 2 of a LsUer from the Inank CommUsimi^ to 

the Agent for SirdarSf 3111, date^ 31^^ il/izrcA 1851* 

2. I shall also feel grateful if you will kindly inform me on what alteration 
of decision, or other grounds, the villages in Kbandeish claimed by the Ban- 
day Kuddum lamily have come to be styled ** Sul injam’" instead of Inanif and 
why they have been admitted into the First Class of Surinjama in the Deccan, 
whicli consist of Jtweditarg holdings, among which they appear as Noe. 62 and 
63 in the list of that class, 

I«i. the 14th column of the list in {[u^stjon, allusion is made to Mr* 
WardenJ^ report, which shows that tl!e villages had been resumed in 18]3-!4 
and isl6-17 Tinder tlie late Government, and to the decision of Government 
which ordered their continuance, though void of valid title, during the lives of 
the incumbents, but no longer. My difficulty is to kn^iiv whether or not the 
previpns orders of Government in this case are to be considered as annulled by 
the entries No, 62 and No, 63 in t^ueslion, and I shall feel much obliged if you 
will give me infoimation on this point also* 


Extract f being Paragraphs 3 and 4, of a Letter from the Agent for ItirdarSj 
PoonSj to the Inam Commissionerj No. 14y, dated lltA April IHo], 

<3*-With regard to the 2nd paragraph of your letter,*! beg to inform you 
that when Mr* W^arden was directed prepare a Surinjam Hat agreeably to 
the instructions of tlie Honorable the Court of Directors in 1^42, he called 
upon several Collectors in t(ie Deccan to furnish him with a lii^tof Surinjams 
situated in their reif^ective Collectorates, and in the list received from the 
Collector of Kbandeish, the villages of Kopcrlee, Tannah, and Runalo were 
shown as Suriujam* On this information, and also on the Peshwa"s records,— 
which showed that these villages were a remnant of an ancient and extensire 
Surinjam held by Kuddum Banday's family previous 1751,-—Mr* Warden 
entered the villages as hereditary iji the Surinjam lists which he submitted 
to Government on the 29th Decernbei* 1844* Afterwards, when Gpvernraent 
entrusted to me the duty of revising the lists originally prepatfed by Mr* 
Warden, 1 put Uie previous correspondence between that gentleman and Go¬ 
vernment, in 1845, as an Appendix to the entries No* 62 and 63/ioticiiig the 
same in its proper place* * ** 

4, The revised Surinjatn lists having beeil sai^tioaed and confirmed by 
the Honorable th^ Court of Directors in 1849, the previous* decisions of 
Government in the case of Kuddum lianday, issued in 1808 and 1845, which 
had been brought*to the notice of that authority, n^st, 1 should consider, 
have been annulled* , ' ' , 

(True extracts) * 

• '(Signed) W# Hakt, loam C?ommi§)&ioner* 
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No- 349 OF 186L 


POLITICAI. DspAnTMEKT;'"^' 


From H, Bnoirif, ^ 

Ag«Rt for Sirdars in the Deccftiij 
To A. Malet, Esq-, * 

Chief Secretary to GoTemment, Bombay, 


Dated Poona^ lUA Ociohev 1851, 

€ 

Sir,—'I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No, 2792, 
dated the 23th June last, with enclosure from Mr, Hart, the Inam QomiRte- 
aioner, regarding the claim of the Kuddum Band ay family to certain Surinjam 
in Khandeisli. i 

2, In reply, I beg to state that the Mokassa of the Pnrgunaa of Sdoltan- 
poor and Nundoorbar, in which ^11 the villages at present forming theposscs- 
fiione in Khanddeh of' the Kuddum Banday family arc situated, was held by 
them as Jagheer a long time anterior to a, d- 1751, The earliest record forth¬ 
coming from the Peahwa’s Duftur bearing out this fact is the registry of a Sunud 
dated 27; A ZUhfjj Soar Sun E^unaif Khiimsuin Myd Ulhtff which, thougli 
rendered by Captain Gordon as a, n, 1.752, is properly speaking a, u, ^751, 
November, This Snnud mentions that the Mokassa was held by the Kuddums 
“ Pcshjee passoon,” or from former times, In endeavouring to ascertain bow 
far back this expression in the Sunud was intended to carry the enjoyme?ib of 
the Mokossa, 1 find from Grant DufTs History of the Murathas (vide column 
1, page 491) that the ancestor of the Kuddum family, named KunChajee Kud¬ 
dum Band ay, vras as early as a, d, 1725 a distinguished Muratha leader in 
Gu:terat, and, according to this Historian, he gained a .victory over tljo Gaek- 
war at tlic' Battle of Cambay, and retired in that year to bis Jagheer district 
in Kbandcisb- It is wortliy of notice that this fomily never held Jagheer dis* 
tricts in Khandcish' other tlian the two above mentioned, 1 beg to annex copy 


of a letter fixun Captain Gordon, in charge of the Paona Duftur, No. 89, dated 
the ]9tli July (No, 1), and a translation of the Suimd above referred to 
(marked No, 2). * 

3, The ^ village of Kunalc, in tImPurguDa of Nundoorbar, appears to have 
been first granted in a, d. 1762 by Bada, who is better known by his other name 
of Raghobaj, This grant is recorded in the account of the district of Nundoorbar, 
and in the Treaty or agreet^eni made by the Peshwa with tlie Kuddum Ban* 
day family, and in thb ^gistry of outward lettcre- The English translations 
of extracts fl om these documents are enclosed (mai-ked Nos. 3, 4, and 5 
respectively). The ^tenure, t& specified'^ in these papers, is Buksheesb,** or 
reward for services, 

4. The villages of Tarinoh and Koprel, situated iii Puiguna Nundoorbar^ 
appear t5 have been first granted OB Inam in a. i>. 1762, by orders of the 
Feshwa, >vho confirmed the skme by a Suuifd two years afterwards. The 
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purport 5f this Sunud is recorded in the registry of outward icttera, an extract 
from which, embodying the purport, is annexed (No* 6). ^ ^ 

5* In 173S the Snrinjam and Inara held bj^Madhow Kao Banday'was 
resumed from him and transferred to Ararat Kao Knddnm, Banday* The 
memorandum of transfer, a translation of jphich is appended (Ko. 7), states 
the grant was for the support of troops required to be kept up for the service 
of the State. The translation No. 8 is a Sunud dated a* d, 1783, regiatered 
among oiitvrard letters in the Pesbwa^a Buflut* The object of the Sunud 
ia *to confirm to Bulwunt Kao Kuddnm Bandrijr, son of Ararat Rao who died 
In that year, the SuHnjam and Inara held by his late fatheit In this docu¬ 
ment the villages of Taimah and Koprel are specified as grants for the support 
of the quota of troops the femily was to fitrafsh* 

6, J*beg to annex an English tt^nslation (N o* 9) of an extract from the 
Peshwa's registry containing a Sunud dated a. d, 1795* This document ehowa 
lliut the Inam and Surinjam granted to the family had for their object the 
rnaintenance of troops. ” ^ 

7* The translation No, ID is an extract from the general Ziat of Surinjams 
held by different Sirdars, dated A. o. 1800* In tliis document the villages of 
Tannah, Koprel, and Runalc are entered nnder the names of the holders, with 
specification of the number of troops they were to furnish. The villages, 
though designated Inam,** are still entered in a list professing to give an ac¬ 
count of Siirinjams. This would go in some measure to show that the Inam 
wa| nat then understood in a different light from Surit^ctm^ 

8** I beg to annex translation (No. 11) of an extracf from the aec^mnts of 
Nundoorbar, dated a. 1805, in whiclvthe vibages of Tannah and. Koprel are 
designated Suvinjam from the Sirkar,^^ 

9, I beg to append traiwlation of an extract (Nft . 12) from a list of Snrinjaras 
written in the Duftur In a. d. 1812, which runs in the same style as No. ID* 

10, It appears that these three villages were resumed between the year a. n, 
1313 and 1810, and the late Agent, Mr. Warden, has alre^y submitted to Go¬ 
vernment translations of the Peshwa's orders for the resumption of two of the 
villages (Rnnale and Koprel), the order for Tannah upt being yet forthcoming* 

11, From what has been 9tated*above, it will be observed that the three 

viDages, which were at one time granted as Buksheesh and Inam the tamily, 
but were eubsequently included in their Burinjam, formed an int^roj part of 
the old and extensive Jagheer held by this once powerful family previous 
to A, a. 1751* ' * 

12* On the conquest of the Deccan, the three villages were restored by 
order of the Commissioner in the Deccan, afrd ^bsequently the Inam tenure 
which the Band«y family urged wi^ not recognised, but th^ villages were 
continued as Jagheers by the Honorable Mr, Elphinstone^a Government in 1627* 
13, With refel'ence to the 2iid paragraph of your letter under acknowledg- 
ment, I beg respectftdiy to state, for the information of His Lordship in Coun¬ 
cil, that when I re vised,the Svrinjam lists prepared by Mr, Warden, I put a 
2a+ 
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note to the entrieB of Surinjams of the Kuddum Bahday family (Nos, 64 and 63 
of l.)j referring- Goverrviiient to the Appendix B to the Surinjam lists, 
which contained the whole diicussion regarding the fact of resumption of these 
village a in the Reshwa^fl time, I therefore trust that Government will consider 
that no omiaaion of any notice of the resumption in the body of the Surinjam 
lists has taken place. 

14* 1 beg, in conclusion, to state that while reviewing the papers received 

from the Poona Duftur, I find that on more than one occasion tl\e Surinjam 
of the Kuddums was lesumed 4nd restored, One of these was when the Ban- 
days joined antTsupported Raghoba's pretensions to the Ptfshwaship; but the 
Surinjam was soon after their submission restored to them, and the resumption 
which took place in Bajee Kao’s time>—not many years before the wsfir—may 
not have been final i—a supposition which is not inconsistent with the prides of 
the times. The anti<juityand high rank of this family, under which, as ohserv- 
ed by Mr, Warden, both the Holkars and Gaekwars had their rise, are in them¬ 
selves sufticient grounds for a favourable dbnsideralion of their claims and the 
applicutioQ of tlie SuKnjam Rules to them* 

1 have the honour to be, &:c. 

(Signed) 11. Bnoww, 

Agent's Office, Poona, llfft October 1851. Agent* 


No. IJ No* 89 OP 1851, 

To H. Bhown, Esq*, * 

Agent for Sirdars in the Deccan, Poona, 

Sin,—In reply to your letter No. 238, of the 8di instqpt, requesting infor¬ 
mation regarding the Surinjam of the Kuddum Banday family, in Khandeish, 
from the earliest period to the conquest, 1 have the honour to submit tbe follow¬ 
ing statement on th^ subject, premising that the documents specified at page 
189 of the Ferisht, to wiiich allusion is made at the end of paragraph 2 of your 
letter, are those which Ithave chlefty consulted in tracing the history of this 
family^9 Surinjam, ^ 

2. ThePeahwa'fl diary of the 27th ZUhej (a. d. 1752) contains tlie registry 
of an order 'issued to the hereditary district officoirs of the Purgunas of Sooltan- 
■poor und Nimdoorbar in Khandeisb, which them [s. o.] to continue to 
Rflghojee Kuddum Rao and Trimbuk Rao Kuddum, half the Makassa of those 
t\Do PuryuTios, it havy^g been et^oged by them from former ftraeff. Under the 
same date, another SiHiudijs registered, cantinuing the other Aajf of the 
Mokassa of the^Purgunas referred to Madhow Rao Kuddum, together 
with their Babtee snd Surdeshmookee Umuls. Subsequent accounts in 
tbe Dttftur show that^ thf: two lastnamed Umuls uever were held by the 
family, and that they actually enjoyed but half of the Mokassa of Puignna 
Nundoorfiar. * » « 
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* 3, llie oonditiona of tha Iwo gr&nta ^bove referred to were that the Kuddunt 

Bandaya should maintam a body of 400 horse for the service of the Stajar, 

4. It is. of course, impossible to determinediow far the vague exprelsion 
Pefibjee passooo’'* of the IMurathee original, which I have randered in para¬ 
graph 2 aa signifying *'from former timeay'* was intended to carry back the 
term of^he enjoyment of the Mokassa Umul of those tvro Purgunaa by the 
Banday family, but most probably to a period antecedent, at all events, to 
A* D* 1750 ;^nd as I have met with no record in the Duftur to show that they 
were not holding it previous to that year, the opposite conclusion must, I Ima¬ 
gine, be taken for granted* 

6. In A, ». 1763 the contingent which the Banday family were obliged to 
furnish *Was reduced frorn 400 to 200 horse* * 

6. In A* D* 1768, in consequence of the i\on-attetidance of the Kudd urn 
BandayB with their contingent, the Surinjam was resumed by the Poshwa, but 
again restored to them the same year, upon payment of a JVu^ur equal to one* 
third of its revenues* ^ , 

7* Having been again resumed in a* d* 1778, It was restored to the family 
upon payment of a Nuzur of Rs* 75,000, 

8. In A. D* 1784, also, * Nuzur of Rs. 18,000 was levied from a member 
of the Kuddum Banday family, for continuing to him his share of the Surin- 
jam, which had been resumed, and also two Inam vilLagcs* 

9* In A* D, 1814 the entire Surinjam wag resumed from the famib , and 
ognlinaed in this condition up to the close of the Feshwa’s Government. At 
the same period, also, the three villages ofTannah, Kopr^, and Runal^, \a Pu>*- 
gunas Sooltanpoorand Nundoorbar, which comprise, as I learn fron paragraph 
2 of your letter, tlie present possession of the Banday family, were under 
resumption* ^ • * 

10; The facts above stated exhibit the principal features In the history of 
the Kuddum Bandays* Surinjam in Khandeish, from the earliest period for 
which there are accounts forthcoming in the Duftur rel^^ing to it, up to the 
accession of die British Government, I have deemed it useless in this letter 
to enter into more minute details regarding it, such aa the sub-divisians of 
the Surinjam amongst the diderent memberB of the family, and the occasional 
transfer of a share from one member of the family to another, in cases of mis¬ 
conduct, as these details can^tf necessary, be ascertained by referring to the 
full extracts from the accounts which accompany this letter; and I am, moreover, 
under the impression that it is not so much a minute account as a general outline 
cff the history of this Surinjam that you dcBiie to be furbished wi^ by me, 

* * 

• I have the honour to be, &c,* 

% , 

(Signed) F, Gorikin, 

Assistant Inam Commissioner, in charge Poona Dufeun 

(True copy) 

^€igned) H, Qrowi?, Agent* 


Poona, I9fA Jul^ 18&1, 
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( , No. 174 OF 18G2. 

r 

4 

^ Political l)£PARTM£)fT. 

To W. IIart^ Esq., 

Inam CommUsioner. 

SiBj—With reference to your letter No. 3127j dated the 23rd Ap5l last, to 
the address of the Secretary to Government in the Revenue Department, on 
the subject of the Sutinjam of *the Kuddum Banday family, 1 am directed by 
the night Hon^Jmb^e the Governor in Council to transmit for your report a 
letter, in original, from the Agent for Sirdars in the Deccan, No. 349, of the 
11 til October Inst, with enclosure, on the subject. 

2. You will be pleased, with your report, to rctuiTi the accompaninients to 
tills letter. 

I have the honour to be, 

(Signed)* A. Malet, 

Bombay CastU^ 132A Jamtary 1852. Chief Secretary. 


Itq>orl by Lieutenant A. F. ETitEmiooE, Actiny Assistant Inam Commissimtrj 
upon the Corrcspond&nce. Tf^firr^d^with Qonerimeni Letters Nos. 9776 and 
174, dated respeeitvely ^ih Becemher I860 and \%th Samiary 1852, 
the opinion of the, Inam C<mmissioner, ira tlie case of the Kuddum Banday 
Lamily^—Bated l8iA Atigtist 1852* 

E * 

1, The Kuddum Batiday family claim hereditarily‘the alleged Inam villages 

of Koprel, Tannali, Runalc,,and Torkbera, eiCuatetj In the Purgunas of Sool- 
tanpoor and Nundoorbar in Khatideish. * * 

2. It does not appear clearly recorded under what tenure these villages 

w^ere oriyimUy bestowed on the Kuddum Bandays, 
or whether all four were, or were not, enjoyed* by 
them previous to a. n* 1751-62,—the records forth¬ 
coming from the Poona Duftur from that year down 
to the close of the late Government ag often allude to 
their tenures being Inam, as Surinjam; but whether 
one or the other, or rather both, (as, indeed, would 

appear to be^the case,) it is clear that they were continued as a reward” for 
services performed, and to ^"^e performed, by different members of the family r 
but taking into conoid^tion the intermediate resumptions and restorations 
by the late Government, and the fact of the entire possessfoi^ of the Kuddum 
Bandays having' been finally confiscated by the Peehwa a year or two prior 
to the close of his Gov^nment, on the account of their rebeiUon, and having 

^ 1 . 

* They vta-e not. Sou paragrapli 3 of the laom Couuuisiiioacr^t report No. 95(2^ dated 2lBt 
AujcuiC 185^. r . \ ** 


Letter Nn..1^ 9, of Uth 
October 1851, the 

Afi;cnt for Sirdars to Go¬ 
vernment, TPith cnclo- 
sure from Superintenfloiit 
Pouna Duftur, No. 89, of 
the ISdi July 1851, with 

traualates aitai^td. 
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in this condition passed into tbe hands of tho Britwh, the original 
whatever it might -have been, and for whatever term, can avail noticing in 

deciding tl e present qu^tion, • 

3. On the introduction of the present Govemment, it w<mld appear that, 
from the genera! confiscation of the Kuddum Bandaya' possessions, above 
mentioned, the family were in great diatresa, and the Political Agent in 
Khandcish, in representing on the fith January 1819 their destitution to the 
C^rnmissioBcr tn the Deccan, stated that although it would rest with him to 
settle what arrangccncnt was to be made for the future subsistence of the 
family, he had tali^n upon himself to restore (13th August ISt^), “/or itf 
p^t in the nMUit (ime," some Inam viliagea which he was led to believe one 
Kadir Bhaldar and some rebel Arabs had forrably seized from its poaeession the 
year pi^viou^ 

4. ‘ Tlie restorations here alluded to are the four Tillages already mentioned, 

and to which the Kuddum Bandays now seek to establish an hereditary righl^ 
on the following grounds :— , 


\sL —That tlfly were surrendered by the Collector of Khand^h oft 13th 

, August 1818, by an order cu the Maraledar to make 
Anot for Sinlura u r a 

l«tLT No. 128, of 2<lth them over fgr ever. 

July 1&4S, to Govern- ^itd, —That these instructions were founded on 

the orders of the Sole Commissioner fc r the 


settlement of the Peshwa’s dominions. 


5* Referring to the reasons which led to the restoTuilcn by the Political 

Agent in 1818* of these ^arftcu^ar vUlages, as stated 
in paragraph 3, it is clearly shown that so far from 
their having been forcibly wrested fron* the Kuddum 
Band ays by rebel Arabs, they bad been confiscated 
by eJtpress orders of the Peehwa, in consequence 
of that fainily^s rebellion. ^ 

Cv The tenure by which these four villagea were to be held by the Kud- 


Ditto iILtto & P. S. of SSth 
idem, uuil tnuEleilxa 
taulmd to th^ 8up«rmt«nd- 
ent Foouu Duftur^d letfen 
No, 89, of 19th July 1851. 


Ditto ditto para^aphfi. 


dum Band ays from the British Govern ment was not 
settled at the time of the restoration m 1818 ; indeed, 
it appears that they were intendeJ merely os a provision for Jthe tamily 
Ditto ditto paregrapli 7. “ to avert their immediate dutress ; but 


Tabular etotoweut ac- 
coinpBuyin^ Goverameiit 
letter to KhandeJah Col¬ 


lector, No. lOe, of 17tli 
April 1837. 

Hr. Gibcme’a ffiftlv to 
the ebovg:^ datetl ^ftd 
May 1827* snd the Go- 
vcmnieDt deoiaiou emivey- 
od to tho Kbaddciah Cul- 
Itttor, uiid«r No. 100, of 
2lat June Hi27, 


w'hen the peculiar circumetances attending their several 
resumptions by the late Government were brought 
fully uuder di^cussion^ the Br(^b Government pro¬ 
posed to resume them akonc«, and was only induced 
to concede Ijie indulgence of a life*tenure to present 
incumbents at the earnest solicitation of the Collector 
of Khandeish, as an act gf gi'ace, in recognition of 
tbe high rank and antiquity of the fomUy, from which 
both the Holkars and the Qaekwars had sprung. 
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7v The final decistoti of Government having'thus been intimated to the 
Ifct#ef to GoTemmeEt, CoUector of Khandeish on 21st June 1S27, no revival 
No. 138^ of iih. March of tlfc case appears on record till 1645, when Mr, 
^ Bell, warmly advocating the cause of the family for 

reasons which he ctc plained at lengthy suggested the restorations should assume 
an hereditary tenure. Govemuieiit, however, replied that a finaldecision 
having been passed upon mature deliberation in 1627, and nothing having 
since occurred to invalidate that decision, and, moreover, thetarguments now 
adduced by Mr, Bell being most satisf^torily disposed of by Mr. Warclfn (in 
his reply to Government No* 128, of 26th July 1845, but nibre particularly so 
in the P,S. of 29th idem), to whom they had been submitted for his report on 

GoTinraiHit reply io the 36* March preqe-Jing, no grounds existed fw reirok- 
No, of 16tli ing the judgment originally recorded j aiid that, 
August 1845. therefore, the enjoyment of the villages of K^jprel, 

Tannah, and Runal^^ should not exceed a life*tenure, though the question of the 
continuance or otherwt^ of the fourth village, Torkhera, might be reserved for 
discussion on demise of incumbent* a 

g * 

8, It would appear that these four villages had not been entered in any of 
the Deccan lists of Surinjams till 1844, when, on Mr* Warden, the Agent for 
Sirdars, being directed by Government carefully to frame revised lists for 
submission to the Honorable Court of Directors, he entered three of them—viz* 
Koprel, Tannah j and Run ale—under Noa. 64 and G5, remarking that—" This 

oQ+u n tHjj g^^ut Is not in the previous lists : there is a record in 

^ ' the Poona Duftur of A. n, 1751 speaking of it, and 

in A. n* 1754 a division of the Surinjatii took place*” * * 

9, The above lists, however, framed by Mr* Warden, were returned to his 
successor, Mr. Brown, for revision and amendmenf, who,J[n submittiug fresh 

lists to Government, recorded under Nos. 62 and 63 
9tb May 1346* the following additional information against the above 

f entries 

The names of these Surinjamdars were inadvereuily omitted in the 
lists of 1334 and 184^, in consequence of no information having been 
obtained from the Callecbor of Kbandeish, as has been now done. These 
persons did not appear when Mr. Elphinstone’e list waa drawn out, but 
when he went to Khandeish they presented themselves and the Surinjam 
was restored* There is a record in the Poona Duftur, bearing date a* d* 
1751, which makes mention of this Surlnjam. Mr* Warden^s report, and the 
hnal orders of Government in the case of these Surlnjamdars, are contained 
in Appendixes to this liet.^^ ^ 

4r f 

10, There Is alao inserted in the above lists, in the column under the head 

of'^Tenure ” the remark " Jferediiaty in the sense of the word/* which, 

it must be borne in iKind, was the natural consequence, under the instructions 
of the Honorable Court, of all gminjame .dating as far«,back as A. s. 1751* 
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11, These revised lists (v^hich ineludedf at the endj the Appendix B, con^n* 

DttpatcU No* IS. of SStad cenesportiience gn which the Bombay Gov^m- 

Mdy 1349- ment had previously r^ected tiie claim to hereditaTy 

tenure) were referred to the Honorable Court, and generally approved by them, 
without any remark on, or exception made to these partieular holdli^s of the 
Kuddum Banday family* And it becomes, therefore, now necessary to Inquire 
whether the lacit acquiescence of the Honorable Court in this particular cose 
would tend to annul the previous decision of the Governor in Council or to 
fihhw^at Appendix B bad escaped observaticlb* 

12, It is remarked by the Inara Commissioner, in para|Faph 25 of hia 
precis, No* 3127, of 33rd April 1851, that—“ It is, however, quite evident that 
tlfe Honorable Court did not notiqf the proebedinga referred to (Appendix B), 
orothepvisetbey would certainly not^ave abstained from any mention of them 
in th(yr letter*Ko, 16 of 1849.” 

13* It is, I think, placed beyond doubt that the Honorable Court did not 
notice Appendix B attached to the Surinjam lists, and, possibly, because the 
natwe of Mr* Brown’s remarks, as mentioned in paragraph 9, rendered it un¬ 
necessary ; the infei-ence from those remarks (as well as from those previously 
recorded by Mr, Warden) obviously being, that as these grants dated back to 
A, o, 1751, they come within a class of tenures hxed hy the Honorable 
Court’s previous instructions to be " hereditary m the fidhsi sense of the word." 
There is nothing in the remarks of Mr* Brown of a nature particularly to 
direct Attention to Appendix B mo allusion is made to any doubtful point; the 
sevefal resumptions between a* d, 1751 and a* n, 18f7-18, as well as the 
final decision pas sad by ^the Governor ua Council in 1827, {confirmed, upon a 
re-agitation and reconsideration of the matter, in 1845,) are in no way referred 
to, beyond the brief mention of tliere heiny an Appendix j all which circum^ 
stances would have tome to the knowledge of the Honorable Court had 
Appendix B been prominently brought to notice as alone containing informa¬ 
tion which would enable the Honorable Court to view,the question in its 
proper light, and a perusal of which would certainly, as the Inam Commia* 
fiioner most justly assun^es, have induced some rainark by the Honorable 
Court in taking occasion to annul 4he decision of the Bombay Government 
deliberately recorded upon two occasions* , 

14. The following resolu^pn of the Bombay Goveminent, und!erdate I7di 
June 1S51, appears on record i— 

No Instructions were ever js&ued by Government for tht insertion of 
these villages in the revised Surinjam lists of 1844 and 1947, but they 
were inserted by Mr, Warden in the former <jf ttfeae lists /or the reosoua 
explained in tlft following extract* from the letter addressM by Mr, Brown 
to Mr* Hart, under date llth April last, paragraph 4:— 

“^When Mr, Warden was directed to prepare aSuiinjam list agreeably 
to the instructions of the Honorable the Court of Directors 1942, he 
called upon the sevtral Odlectors in th^ Deccan to furnish him with a list 
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^of Surinjams situated in their reepecdve Collectorates^ and in the list 
, rpceived from the Collector of Khandeieh the names of Koprel, Tannah, 
and Runale were showu as Surinjam. On this information, and also on 
the Peshwa's records,—which showed that these villages were a remnant 
of an ancient and extensive Surinjam held hy the Kuddum Banday 
damily previous to 175i,—Mr. Warden entered the villages as hereditary 
in the Surinjam lists which he Bubmitted to Government on 29th Decem¬ 
ber 1844. Afterwards, when Government entrusted to me the duty of 
tevising the lists originally prepared by Mr. Warden, I put the pB*vioua 
correspondence between that gentleman and Govemntent, in 1045, as an 
Appendix to the entries Nos, 62 and 63, noticing the same in its proper 
place/" 

15, It would appear, therefore, that Mr, Warden, in subu^ltting diis re¬ 
vised lists on 29tb December 1844, did not bring the circumstances retSarded 
in paragraphs from 2 to 7 inclusive of this report to the recollection of Go¬ 
vernment <xt all and Mr. Brown merely did bo in a brief allusion to an 
Appendix at the end, the small size of which, however, compared with that of 
the paper whereon the lists themselves were framed, may very posBihly have 
tended to conceal it from view, especially as the attention of Government 
was in no way prominently directed thereto. It is not, therefore, unreason^- 
able to suppose that this small Appendix did escape observation, and grounds 
arc, moreover, supplied for this assumption in the Honorable Courtis subse¬ 
quent despatch No, jlO, of 4th February 1852, in paragraphs 19 and 20 *>f 
which the Honorable Court, in contrasting the relative merits of claims to 
hereditary tenure between certain branches of the Kuveejuhg family,f clearly 
laydown the principle that “ possession^* nlthough these villages 
gwm hack hy out Government”) was fatal to a claim o(aa hereditary nature, 
and stated they could “ only sanction an hereditary tenure of such portion of 
the Jagheer as remained de facUi unresumed"; the remaining portion might 
be coDtinued, but otdy for life. 

(Signed) A, F, Etheridge, 

Acting Assistant Inam Commissioner. 

Poonoj 18^A Avytal 1852, 


* Mr. Warden bod probublj forgotten the exiiteuee cf a deriilon patied wliea he wat 
Sub-Secrctuyt nearly twenty yeira before, and be bad no oppartiinity of correctUi]; the list 
after the former ciTcuniitaiicci Wpre brought to hjs’twoUecticni by tba Govemmeut reference 
of the 23rd March 1845, to which hii seport No. 12S, of the 2Gth July 1845, la a reply. He 
would, douUletip have conreeted llet, had he had an opportunity afterwards of so dcing. 
Mr. Brown had thetopportunity, and did not rightly avail bimietf of it.'' 
t Tbia vrould appear t5 be a precisely parallel cave. 
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Nq. 952. 


From W* 

loom CommiEBion^r, 

To A. Esq.f 

Chief Secretary to GovemiiHflt, Bombay. 

Daled Poonaf 2Uf Augutt 1652, 

SiK,—1 have tha honour to reply to your letter No. 174,dated 13th January 
1852j the accompaninienti^ of which hare been already returned to you with 
m} meinorAndum No. 803, dated ^rd Ji)ly 1852. 

3. I beg to encloee a report ou^e caae to which your letter above meu-^ 
tLone<^ LiererSf^raWD up by my Actmg Aseiataut Lieutenant Etheridge, the 
Btatemente in which, except those made in paragraph 2, appear fully borne 
out by^ the» evidence on record regarding the Kuddum Bonday ^mily'a 
holdings. 

3. With regard to that 2nd paragraph, I may beg your notice to the feet, 

n -rf * 1 admitt^ by Mr* Brown in hia letter No. 349, dated 
iSth JiUy 11th October 1851, aud proved by its accompani- 
1S6U to the fdtSLt- ments, that previous to and in 1751 it wa» only half 
rij Twrpgnp * Mokoflsa V tnul In the Purgunas of Nimd lorbor 

and^SqpltanpooT that the Kudduma held in Surinjam; they could not, there- 
fdte, have held the villages Hunal5, Kopurlee (Koprel), andTaiinah, before or 
in that year, nor hpve had any admitt^ interest in them, except to collect 
the half of the Mokaaea Umut Irom them in the same manner as from any 
otlier villages of the above^med Purguuas in whi/ch they were situated. 

4. According to^be accounts now brought forward by the Agent with liis 
letter No. 349 of 1851, the villages above mentioned are shown to have been 
brat granted as followa 

1, Hunal^j in a> d. 1753^. The whole revenues aligned as reward" 

(or yift) to Madbowrao and Trimhuk Kuddum, hnt without guarantee of 
hereditary tenure* (See accompammenta 3, 4, and 5 of the Agent’s report 
No. 349 of 1851.) ' " ^ 

2, Kopurlee, and 3, Tan^ph*—^Assigned to Amrutrao in a* of 1762 f con- 

firmed as hereditary Inam in A. n. 1764^65 to the eame person* (See accom* 
paniment 6 of ditto,) , 

Instead, therefore, of stating that It does not clearly appear whether or not 
these villages were held before a, d. 1751,' Jjieuttnaiit Etheridge sbauld have 

stated that it did blearly appear that Jhey were not authorise^ly hdd previous 
to that year. • 

5^* The Sunuds, Ac* quoted by the Agent (accompoAiment 7 of ditto) do not 
6how when Toikhefa was first granted; but it was rsfumeii from M^howrao 
and granted to AmrutriK) Kttddum Bonday sn A* D, 1766* as part of a Surin- 
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jam in whicli al»o the above vil!ageB'(lj 2, and 3) wei'e thb year included, 
though they were necogtiieed in terma aa Inom holdings, 

6, It will be fteen froth the remainder of Lieuteiiatit Etheridge^s report, 

that as all the rillagee had been confiscated before the iDtrodactiori of the pre¬ 
sent GovarDment, the date of tWir origiaal grant does not much signify, I 
have, however, considerad it right to notice the above facta, as it has been in- 
ooirectly asserted that the vtUagefl are porl of a Surinjam older than 1751^2, 
whereas it ts beyond doubt that nothing but part of an ITmul upon two Pur- 
gunas at large, in which these villages happened to be situated, was held by 
the Kiiddnm family up to a, d, 1752-53. * 

7, I shall now proceed to more pardcdarly notice Mr, Browds letter 

No. 349 of 1851, referred to me fon m^nbacrvatioiis with your letter under 
reply j Mr. Brown's letter is a reply to my report No. 3127, dated 23rd 
April 1851. * 

8, With deference to Mr» Brown, 1 feel it neccessary to state that hia 
opinionB are so vaguely expressed that 1 am at a "loss to detervaina exactly 
what they are j but I gather that he intends to argue from his 13tH and '^14th 
paragraphs that the entries Nos. 62 and 63 of hia revised list of First Claas 
Surinjamis are correct and sufficient; that the Kuddiim family should have 
the benefit of the Surinjam Eules extended to them on account of the villages 
entered in the lists; and that those Surinjam Rules would guarantee their 
tenure as hereditary in the fullest sense of the word " 

9, The l^evised list seems to have utterly ignored the existence of Tbrth^ 
and its bolder, though it is, apparently, of precisely the same degree of tide, 
‘and part of the same property, as thee three villages admitted ; —obtained, too, 
in the same way, since the introdnetion of the present Government, by a 
member of the same family. This omission will no doubt cause extra diffi¬ 
culty and confusioji in a case already sufficiently con fused, when the death of 
the holder of Torkhera revives the question of its tenure. 

10, In my 8th paragraph above I have statefi what I believe Mr. Brown 
intends to argue by bis letter No. 349, of the 31th October 1851. 1 shall now 
endeavour to explain my<?pinion as to how he u borne out in his argument; 
and first, as to the entries of Nos. 62 and 63 of his reTued list of First Class 
hereditary ^urinjama being correct and flufficlent:— 

1.—The 6th column of thiH list ^wofesseato exhibit" the names of the 
viUagee comprising the Surinjam,'^ a^ under Nos. 62 and 63 this column 
exhibits the names Bunal4, Kopurlee (or Koprcl), and Tannah. Ckdumn 8 
profesBes to dcseril^ the d ate of the origWl grant, and this, with regard to 
^ the viHages named above, is*^given as hrfor* a* d» 1751, though it is, as 
1 have obaerve^, admitted by Mr. Broffn, ih hia letter Noi 349 of 1861, and 
proved by records translated by him, that none of these three vills^es wem 
granted till ajter that^yeai^, and then not in lieu of any previous Surinjam^ 
IL^Tbe 2nd oohunn of the list professes to give the name of the original 
' grantee of each viHag^ and l^re are fr ve grantees attributed to EonalA 
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under 6i2, tioA one to 'Kopurlee ^(Koprel) and Tannah nnd^ Nd,^ 63 ; 
whereas the Snnnds and accounts transmitted by Mr* Brown w^h Jiis 
letter No 34d of 1S51 show that there wtfre two grantees of ftunal^, 
Maxlhowrao and Trimbukrao, neither of whom are named mmong the fire 
grantees asserted under No, 62 of the lisfc 

III*—In the 14th column, of ^ Kemarks/’ Mr, Brown writes as follows 
under No* 62 :— 

» Thd names of these Surinjamdars inadTertently omitted in the 
lists of 1834 1340, in consequence of no informatipn having been 

obtained from the Collector of Khandeish, as has now bean done**' 

• This.let paragraph of Mr* Brwn'g " reft^ks” implies two statements,— 
l^t, that information had been inStvertenCly withheld from the Agent; and 
2at^ that irthia had not been withheld, the names of the persone meudoaed 
in the revised list would have rightly appeared as those of Surinjamdars in 
the pr^vioufl ones of 1834 and 1840, I am obliged to rfccord my opinion 
tbpit both of these statements, whether direct or implied, are incorrect 
Mr* Warden's very clear and sufficient report, No* 128, dated 26th July 
1845, shows that there was already tu the CommissLonef*s Duftur which is 
l<^ged in the Agent's Office at Poona, and in the Peshwa’s Duftur, suffi* 
cient information regarding the villages in question to show u^er what 
impr^sion they had been given up by Mr* Chaplin ; 2nd,^ it is cleqr tjiAtthe 
iqor« in formation that could have been thrown on tlie matter, the more 
^cl^rly it would have appeared that Government had already tinaily decided 
on the claim of the Kuddum fami^ to the continuance of the villages, 
and that they shoukf not have been entered in any list of hereditary 
Surinjams* 

The next para^aph in Mr* Brown's remarks is,— 

Theee persons did not appear when Mr* Elphtnstone's list was 
- drawn up, but when he went to Khandjckh they ppesented themselves, 
and the Surinjam was restored*** 

The whole of this paragraph is incorrect* The facta stated in paragraphs 
3 to 8 of my former report, No* dated 23rd April 1851, show that the 
Kuddutud were early appUcants, and that their application for* a Burinjam 
was negatived by the Commissioner in a* n* 1819, just as much as by the 
final orders of Oovemmeat in a* d* 1827* 

The next paragraph of Mr* Bcpwn*s remarks js,—- • 

There is a record of the Poona Dufiwr bearing dhte Esunay Khumsain 
<A* B* 1751),. which makes mention of this Suriryam*” * 

This is both iucorrect aikd iosiiffident,—incorrect, in leading to the idea 
ibat the Tillages enumerated in column 6 were ntehtioned as Burinjam in 
any accounts so bid as a. n* 1751; insufficient, in omitting all mention of 
their final confiscatioo, isAtcA, even had they been so gnmtedi iff&Jcif aeoord- 
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t& i}i€ Hi^norahU order#, Aotw preclude thumjTom hein^ T€g&3tdid 

«» Oats SwrinjamM, 

, Th& dosing paragrtph dT these rexnarks is as follows ;—' 

Mr* '\^ardea^fl report, and the final ordora of Goremment in the case 
of theee Surtnjamdars, are contained in Appendix B to this llst.^^ 

The statement made in this paragraph is literall j conect, hut it is so 
expressed as to convey the idea that Mr, Broyrn apptaied to the Appendix 
he iaentt<mSp a# if it would be fatatd to bear out the Justice of the entry <ind 
remerA# abovi^ noticed. If Mr, Brown had given the telightest hint that 
the final decision of Government would be found to be at variance with bis 
etitry of the villages as an hereditary Sutinjam, it might be said^that he 
had brought the case sufficiently to the notice of Government, for^in that 
case Govemtnent would have probably considered it necee^ry to refer to 
the Appendix; hut, as it is, all that any one could naturally understand 
from the mention by Mr* Brown of the former decision, would be that it 
was Ms authority for the stctteotenU made in the list. ^ 

11. On the above grounds, I am obliged to state that I cannot help consi¬ 
dering that Mr. Brown has in his letter No. 34d^'bf 1861 adduced nothing to 
show that the entries of Nos, 62 and 63 of his revised list of First Class Sarin- 
jams were either correct or sufficient. 

12. It may be said that the admission of these so-called First Class 
Surinjams into Mr, Brown's revised list was caused by Mr. Warden^s ovnrssg^t, 
and so it appears to £ave been, in the first place; for that officer entered as 
Nos. 64 and 65 of his First Class listvf 1844 the same villages, but when bis 
attention was afterwards drawn to their history by the Government letter 
No. 1370, dated 26th March 1845, he furnished the i-ejyrt No. 128 of 1845, 
and if he had then, or subsequently, had the opportunity of revising bis own 
list of 1844, he would, doubtless, have corrected this eutry. 

13. When the dpty of revising Mr. Warden’s lists was entrusted to Mr. 
Brown, Government must have intended tliat ho should correct them where 
they were found to require correction, and not that be should retain the in¬ 
correct entries, and merely insert In an inconspicuous Appendix papers which 
would disprove them, and that without drawing any attention io Appendix 
except as ^{qypealiay to it for the correctness of the ItsL 

14. What renders this the more unaccountable is that Mr. WEuden^s casea 
64 and 65 vnere specially noticed in paragraphs 13 and 14 of the Govemment 
letter. No. 1896, dajed dth May 1346, to Mr. Brown, by which that officer 
was ordered to revise Mr. garden's work. Nay, one of the points on which 
Mr. Brown was particularly directed tq fuhush information was whether the 
finrinjam No, 65 (Kopurlee or Koprel, and Tanuah) ^'has without 

2«eA bt the possesstott of tMt family (Kuddum Baoday) from the year 1751.^ 

15. This -queBtidn MrJ Brown has not answered otherwise than to lead 
Government Inevilably to believe Jhat the contimwaccjiad been uiuntarrupted; 
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and though he forwarded wa Appendix which, if read through, wwddJiaTe 
shown that there had been interruption and eren final h^ diaa 

not only, of above noticed, mention^ this Apl^dix aa bearing out, rather 
than diaproving the idea of continuancey but in paragraphs and 13 of hia 
reply, No. 178, dated 26th October 1847, ^hen epeciallj replying to the reJeN 
ence regarding this case, inatead of noting its striking peculiarity, he merely 
refers to Nosi 62 and 63 of his revised list j and, instead of calling aUention to 
the Appendix, l^ves GoTemtnent to find out what they like from it, nowhere 
alluding to the Appendix aa necessary, but, on the contrary, giving it to bo 
understood that th't information in the tabular eiatement is ail &at is necessary 
to enable Government to decide on the morita of each case* 

*16. *What I here allude to is Mq«prown's aaaertion of the sufficiency of the 
tabu1ar*Iists themselves, contained in paragraph 3 of his letter to Government, 
Mo. 178, dated 26th October 1847, in the following terms 

** 3« I trust that 1 hare framed these lists in as complete a manner as 
the records of the Poona Duflur hare enabled ine*to do ; and under the 
•head of remarks 1 have given a succinct account of each Surinjatndar!— 
I^^my object in doing so was tcK enable the Honorable the Governor 
: in Council to observe, at a glance, the right and title of each of these 
t * Chieftains, without haring to trace through along letter for this in* 
; formation/^c."' 

Who^ after reading this, would expect to find that the ^‘remarks’'* and the 
Qu\f^**\cng letter'" recorded about this case would heibund wholly ircecon- 
cilaUe ? And, not expecting this, who would not naturally have been led '‘to 
consider the information recorded tn the* list enough, without wading through 
an Appendix, framed in the most difficult possible manner, to find one’s way 
through? It is evideptly thus that Government and the Court of Directora 
have hitherto been led toasaent to the entries Nos. 62 and 63 of Mr. Brown's 
revised list of First Class hereditary Surmjams. 

17, The second argument which, 1 believe, I rightly ascribe in my Sth 

paragraph above to Mr. Brown’s letter No. 349 of 1861, is that even now, 
notwithstanding all that Goremment has been madh aware of, the Kuddum 
family should hare the benefit of thh^Surinjam Rules extended to them. To 
this I am aware of no objection, provided, any Burinjam Rule can discover^ 
ed to benefit each a case as theirs. Their holding, whatever it may be called, 
is a temporairy allotment, sanctioned by the indulgence of Government in 1827 
aa a life-grant; and with no other tiffe, that 1 oun a^, than what Hraa then ex¬ 
tended to it. I beg to refer on this point ^ Mf. Waaden’s raport of 1845, 
and LieutenMt Etheridge’s now mbmitted. • • , 

18. The last of Mr. Brown’s statements seems to be that the Surinjkm 
Rules would guarantee or admit of their tenure bein^ conaidered hereditary 
in the fullest sense of the word* 1 cannot find a-siogle line of any Rule by 
which such a confiscation as that which is shown to hdVe taken pUce with 
regard to the Kuddum boldiflgi, whether InM or Sunnjam, fould be regarded 
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w olhanriM ikm wholly &iAl to any sort of title; and I have no doubt that 
bad^ 9^vemn)«at rec^T^ a correct and iutelligible reply to their {question 
regarding thie very faimly^s fkoaficfisiooa, (put to Mr. Brown at the close of 
paragraph ]4 of ^eir letl^ Ko. 1896 of 1846,) iiutaad of beii^ led to lupposa 
what was not the case, they would have ordered the lo^^called Sutiniaia to be 
expunged from the list^ and have refused to alter the decision of Mr, Elphin- 
stone^a G&TernTneut dedmred in a. o. 1837. 

19. I might add much to the above observation, but fear being thought 
unjustifiably tedious: all, therefore^ that 1 shall further take the libeirty of 
stating is, that though 1 cannot help considering Mr» Bfbwn to have made 
BO me oversights, and probably to have been in some d^ee misled through^ 
out, either by false statements or suppr^ion of the truth, I have 'hot ttie 
very remotest idea of attributing' to him any wish to wilfully (mislead 
Government, 

20, I am informed that there ar^ some cases connected with the rcviged 
Sunnjam lists, in which errors and oversights have occurred of even a graver 
nature than those noticed in the case of the Kuddum Banday family. < 

A 

1 have the honour to be, &c. 

(Signed) W* Haut, ^ * 

p luam Cdnamissionei'. 


No. 4175 0^ 1862. 


4 

To W. Haar, Esq., 

loam Oonrmisstoner, Poona. 


Political Dbpapthent. 


Sir,— 1 am directed by the Right Honorable the Governor in Council 
to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 962, dated the 2]st ultimo, 
Biabmitting your report in respect to the Surinjam of the Kuddum Banday 
family. 

2, In reply, I am de^red to convey to you the thanks of Government for 

the labour you have bestowed in unraveling this somewhat intricate case. 
His Lordsl^p in Council is convinced by your clear report of the grave error 
which has been comroitted in including in the revieed list of Sirdars of 1847, 
under Nos. 63 and 63 of Class 1., as hereditaiy Surtnjams, the villages 
of Runal^f Koptel, and Tannah, of ^e estimated agigregate value of 
Ea. 3,316-11-9. c * ^ 

3. The Right Honorable the Governor in Counci] has resolved that the 

above entnes shall at once be expunged from the Surinjam lists, and deaires 
me to inibrEn you that the question of continuing the villages in question to the 
present incumbenls will be considered and disposed of m the Revenue De-' 
poitment, where the correspondence with reference thereto was conducted 
previous to their^ iosertion in these lists. * « 
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4. I am at the same time desired to reciuest that you will report inMetail, 

iu separate letters, at your conTenience, upon each of the cases iu thecivised 
Suritijam Eist^, with reference to which you state in your last paragraph that 
you hare been informed enoru and oiretsights of even a graver nature than 
the one rtow brought to notice exist. " ' 

5. 1 am also directed to acknowledge the receipt of your report, No. 983, 
dated the 26th ultimo, and to inform you that the claim relative to the rillage 
qf Torkheia will be disposed of in the Revenpe Department 

Z have the honour to be, &c, 

^ * (Signed) A. Malet, 

3<nn^ay 24tA iS^^eTn^^^S52. Chief Secretory* 


Extract P«irei|^«pAj 19 and SOjhpw a Ihipatch frettiHhi BonomhU tk^ Couti 
• of Directors, dated the l8tA No* 27 of 1853. 

Para. 19, From a comparison of Mr* Hart*s reports on this aubject with 
f Itevidt of the inquineB those of Mr. Brown, it would seem that although the 

farming Noa. 63 end 63 in known not to hare been in theU puseeBaton 

Clu. J. ofMr. Brown’. Uat. previous to 1731, three of these villagei were never- 
Ihelfess, by some construction which we cannot unSer&tand, cousidbr^ to 
liave formed an integ^ part"* of a^ large Suriujam held prior to that date, 
and were, therefore, inserted in Class I. of the revised lists as hereditary. Since, 
however, the large Suriujam in question conai$ted solely of a portion of the 
Mokassa Umuls of the Puzgunaa of Nundoorhar and Sooltanpoor, it could not 
possibly include any villages. The villages in question were not part of this 
^urinjam, but were granted, one in 1752, the two others jn 1762, and then not 
in commutation of any previous Suriujam* The four villages, moreover, had 
been cotihscated by the Peshwa, on the ground of tebellion, before the break¬ 
ing out of the war. The family had, therefore, no doim to be again put in 
possession of them after the conqubet. In consideration, however^ of their 
former rank and importance and their distressed ciicumfitancjdi, the vUlagea 
were restored to them on life^tenure, but the insertion in Class 1. was altogether 
erroneous, and reflects discredit on the manner in which the liats were pre¬ 
pared ; nor can we exempt Mr. Brown*s most uiSetisf^ctory letter of expUna- 
tjon, dated 11th October 1851, from eimilaf coq^ure# 

20. The claime which the family may have to further libf r^ty you propose 

taking into consideration iu the Revenue Departiiient. • 

* 

* Fuigripb 11 ufMr, Bim** letter dMed'l 1th October 1B£L 
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No. 327 OF 1662. 

• From Captain T. A, Cowpeh, 

. ■ Asaistatil Inam Cominissioncrj 
To W* Haht^ £eq.f 

Inam Comru^sBioncr. 

Dated Poona^ Bepti^mhcr 1852. 

SiKj—I have, the honour to submit for your const deration a ease in 
which Government and the Court of Directora have, owing to erroneous 
inrofination, been led to Banetion the liereditary continuance of two 
SurlDjam villages in Khandelsh, which had been previously declared a 
Icfcdiolding oaLy^ and which, under the Surinjam Rules in force, cannot, 
as iiir as I can see, be possibly viewed in any other light. 

2. At tho introduction of the SriUBh Government Morcshwur Dixit 
Munohur was found in the possesBion of a Palkee allowance of tbc 
csiijiiatcd value of Rs. 1,000 per mensem,—at least it is most piubable 
tJTat Tie was so found, as the Commissioner, Mr. lEjfphinsfone, admitted 
the claim as a lifa-holdi^ig- An extract from Mr. E!lphinstoae*s lists of 
A. n. 1618 IB annexed (A), showing the decision to have be^.n—To bo 
continued,”—this being the remark entered against life-grants, all here¬ 
ditary ones being invariably so specifted* 

3. From 1S18 to J634 the liolding remained with Moreshwur DixiT, 

and in 1834 it was viewed, as by Mr, Elphmstone, ai a life-grant, and, 
as such, w'as embodied in the Surinjam lists framed in that year, extract 
from which is annc]fed (B), ' 

4. From 1834 to 1843 MojcslTyrnr Dixit continued in the possession 

of the allowance on the above tenure, but in the revised listf^ prepared 
by Mr. Brown in the latter^ear the holding was included as No. 2 in 
the List of Stirinjame regarding which exceptions to the Rules might 
be made,” and which were reconmended for •continuance *on heredi¬ 
tary tenure. , * ■ 

5. The reasons for recominending the a^cratlon werv alforded in 
the column of Eemarka” of Lilt IT,, jn which JWoffesUwur Dixit^s 
name was entered aa No, 16. . The Sunud of Moteahwur Dixit, dated 
A. D. 176G, was stated in these remarks to* be “jfegistered in the 
Teshwa^s Duflur,” and ^ was added—it specifics that *hft grant 
should be considered Tieicditary.*^ 
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6* GoTernmcnl do not seem lo have been aatiafied ofthu pnopl-iefy of 
majein^ an alteration in the tenure by which this and other grants had 
been*previous]y held^ for further explanation was called foT^ and afford* 
ed in a ** tabuJar sialemont*^ containing the following explanation of 
the reasons for recommending the alteration of Moieahwur Dixit^s hold* 
ing from a life to an hereditary giant;—■ 

“The mother of the ancestor of this incumbent was a sister of the 
Tnolhcr of Ballajee BajeeBao^ and the wording of the Sunud expressly 
mentions that this Surjnjam should always be continued 

on hereditary tenure, which gives weight to the claim of this indivi¬ 
dual that his Jagheer 6hoal<> be continued hereditarily/* , t 

7, Under the foregoing circumstances, the Court of Directors sane* 
lioned the hereditary conllnuance of the allowance (indeed, they could 
not, on the evidence before them, have done otherwise) In the 17th para* 
graph of their despatch No. 15, dated the 22nd May 1849, as follows:—^ 

•I 

*^No.2j Moreshwur Dixit.—In this ease the Sunnd is of the date of 
1766j but is stated to contain (what is rare in such eases) distinet words 
of inheritance. This Surinjam, therefore, should be hereditary/* i. 

B. 1 have obtained from the Agent copies of the Sunud and documents 
on which the recommendation quoted in paragraph 6 of this letter was 
made by Mr, Brown, and I find that they do not contain ei?m an a^luf'ion 
to her^editar^ tenure'f that the allowance shown in the lists as a Surin- 
jam is distinctly entered as a “ N^emnook** (allowanoe} ; and that it is 
entered not as a mere “ Nemnook** (allowance), but as one expressly 
granted for the expenses of a Palkee to an individual,who, at the lime of 
the grant, was in charge of districts, and, as such, considered entitled to 
a Falanquin. 

9, I have obtained the original Sunuds from Moreshwur Dixit; they 
correspond with the copies received from (he Agent, and are duly 
registered in the Pcshwa*s diaries, Moreshwur Dixit has other doeu- 
menis in his possession, all of the SE^me nature, and all proving clearly 
what I have stated in the last paragraph. 

to* There can be, I believe, no doubt whatever that a Palanquin 
allowance never was considered or granted as hereditary, though it 
was, as in' this case, often re-^ranted*to sons or descendants for their 
lifetime, where theil circumstances were such as to render such re-grant, 
in the opinion of the Ooifernment, either advisable or necessary. The 
Court of Directors )lave fully recogiiil.cd and laid down this rule in the 
43tb paragraph of their despatch No. 9, of the 21st January 1S52, (copy 
of which aecompanied thfe Revenue Secretary *s letter No. 3501, of the 9th 
May 1852,) relative to the Palanquin aUov^ance granted to the late 
Ballajee Punt Nuthoo, and subsequently improperly declared hereditary, 
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blit wlilbh the Court have*dccided mast be dmcoaUnucd at the dca^i of 
his son, the preeont incutnbent. , 

11. Th copies of Bunada referred to in paragraph B as obt^ned 
from the Agent, and which have been found to correspond exactly with 
the regisiered originals, state merely that the allowance is to be regularly 
enjoyed, the worda used being “ Nehemce ghet jan^’* < 

Government have already had occasion to point out the meaning and 
force of thQ word Nehemce” in the case of a Wurshasun allowance 
claimed as hereditary, but entitled to no such consideration. (Vide 
Revenue Secretary's letter No. 7339, of the 7lh December 1849.) 

13, As connected with this allowance, though not at all affecting Its 
netfur^i *1 may mention that it is shown by the revised Surtnjam lists 
(No. 16, Cla^a II.) to consist of two villages in Khandeish,—Sherusgaiiin 
and Pimpree,'^valued in the Bth column of the lists at Rs. 491-5-6 ; but 
a reference to the Murathee documents received from the Agent (vide 
paragraph 8) has shown the Falantjuin allowance to consist not only of 
a portion (the lists show the whole villages) of the revenues of these two 


vilUgcfl, hut of an annnal money allowance of Rs. 341-4-0, which 
Moreshwur Dixit is at present in the receipt of from the treasury of the 
Collector of Khandebh. 


T have the honour to be, 

(Signed) T. A. Cowfer, Captain, 

Assistant In&m Commisaloner. 


A. 

• * 

Exiratt from the ^intcment the Jagheers^ or Compensation in lien of 

thenif to iff confirt^ed in the Couniry eonqutred from the Eeshwa. / pre¬ 
pared by Mr, Elphinstone* 
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(True extract) ('frue copy) 

(Signed) R. Keays,^ (Signed) T. A. CowPEH,*fcapt,, 

Acting Agent, A^^tataut InatEi Coivtniissioaer- 
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* 

£xinict /r&m tfie Ust of Sarii^€tinB pranted tfts Conclusion of tAe 

^ Tr^itp of Hassetn and tJie Accession, if the STitish Qontm^ent into the 
Deccanj to te resumed on the death of the Present Incumiimt i prepared 
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KiitOj or Miecellaneoue. 
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62 

Morcahmir Dixie Munuhur. 

i 

17GG 

.'iSS 1 0 

To be continutd. 

■1 « ■ % 


(True extract) 

(Signed) R. 

Acting Agent. 


(Trne copy) 

(Signed) T. A. Cowfer, Capt., 
AsiiiMant Inam Commissioner. 


No. ^105. 

rrom W. HakTj Eaq.^ 

Inarn Cortimisisioneri 

To A* Malet, Eaq., 

Chief Secretary to Govctnmcnt, Bombay. 

t Dated PDOnat ^2nd September 1852. 

Sir,—I have the honour to submit, for the considerafion of Govern¬ 
ment a lettiir from toy Assistant Captain Cowperj No. 327, dated 21st 
September 1852^ containing information of j very atartling nature. 

2. Government are, as stated by Captain Cowper in his lllh para¬ 
graph, aware that* the word “JWAewt^e'’ conveys no meaning of 

continuance in perpetuity or hereditary tenure, but it was certainly 
/ not by any cihrclessness on the part of Government, or by ^Af^r losing 
sight of the rear moaning of that wortl, that the grave error detected by 
Captain Cowper wa^ suffered (notwithstanding the do abts and he si ta- 
iJoQ evinced by bpth Government and the Honorable Court) to trans¬ 
mute Aforeshwur Dixit^s Palt^nquin allowan/?e into an hereditary Su- 
.liniamr Had the Agent, staling the grounds^ for aaeeiUon that 
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* the grant was by Bunud siSeeificnlly guaranteed aa hfiTeditary^ so stated 
them as to Let it be understood that he was misinterpretiRg the wurd 
" N^hemef^* into bearing ibis meaning, theft Government would Save 
been in a position to detect his error; but no such chance was aftbided 
to Government. A reference to Captain Cowper’s 5th and 6th paragraphs 
£fhows that the Agent in one place asserted as a positive fact that the 
Sunud for the allowance specifier that the grant should be considered 
her^dUary^^* and that althoagh in another the word N^heiuee” is 
quoted by the Agent, it is quoted so that GoveTnme|it could only 
imagine that it was put in apposition with the word “always/^ (which it 
dqpa explain fairly enough in the usual acceptation of “ always,” t. e. 
as meaning “ cuer," hut not “ for ever,”) and not with the sentence which 
follow^it. As Mr- Srown’s explanation stands quoted in paragraph 6 
of the accompanying letter, it can only be understood to assert that the 
Sunnd expressly mentions not only that the allowance should always 
j*‘Nehcmee”) be continacd, but, that it frovided for its con¬ 

tinuance being herf^ditary. It was evidently this latter assertion aton^ 
that settled the objections of Government, and precluded all hesitation 
on yie part of the Honorable Court further than a natural expression of 
wonder at the.anomaly of the case ; yet it now turns out to be an asser¬ 
tion disproved by the Sunud on which it appears to have been bas>..d. 

3^^ IPhe facts mentioned in Captain Cowper’s 12lh paragraph do not, 
jt^s true, affect the TBal nature of the allowance as it ought to have been 
described, hat th^y seem very seriopsly to impugn its character as a 
permanent SuriDjamfeveu were there nothing else to do so), by showing 
that what is so called consists of mere assignments of re^ enue and a 
cash payment from’the treasury, void of even the primd facii permanency 
of a landed estate; and whether or not they may be taken as affecting 
the character of the allowancey they do grievously ^ffecC that of the 
revised Surinjam lists. 

4. As it cannot for a moment be supposed that Mr, Brown could 
have had the remotest intention of misleading Government in this case, 
I cannot help supposing that he must have been misled by the reader 
or other person of whose assistance he may have availed himself in 
drawing up his English reports and statements from the Murathee papers 
in his office; and if that person was one necegsarlly acquidnted with 
the Murathee language, he must have intentionally milled Mr, Brown, 
and thus effected a fraud of the nature anticipated by Gwemment ia 
paragraph 30 of their letter to the Agent, No, 1896, of the 9th May 
1846, as quoted below 

“Ile-opening the question of the character'of these grants presents 

an opportDniCy for the commission of fraud and deception wMch the 

greatest caution anJ vigilance oa your part alone can^prevepi*” 
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Afl my A»9iBtaDL'a statement of alt the facts essentially iefiportant 
in ^he case of the allowance noticed by him in the accompanying lettei 
IB so full that any remaikp upon It will probably appear superfluous, I 
shall only state, in addition, my humble opinion that Captain Cowper 
has done Government good service in calling attention to this and other 
cases of a similarly lamentable nature connected with the revised 
Snrinjam lists, 

I have the honour to be^ &c* 

(Signed) W* HAur, 

Inam CommUsiotier, 


No. 4401 OP 1353, 

( 

Political DETAaTiiEKT^ 


To John Wardem, Esq., 

Late Agent for Sirdars in the Deccan, Bombay. 

Sir, —I am directed by the Right Honorable the Governor in Council 
to transmit to you, in original, n letter and its enclosures from Mr. Hart, 
the luam Commissioner, No. 1105, dated the S2nd ultimo, bringii:^ to 
the notice of Government the circumstance of the Surinj^m of Moresh- 
wur Dixit Munohurs, which was held ou life-tenure only, having through 
erroneooa information been declared an hereditary grant. 

ti 

2. In forwarding these documents, which you will have the goodness 
to return with your reply, I am dpsired to annex thereto a precis of the 
past proceedings of Governnient on the subject of this grant, and to 
request that you will favour Government with any explanation which 
may be iu your power to aHbrd as to the cause of' the mistake that has 
occurred. 

1 have the honour to be, &.c. 

(Signed) A. Malpt, 

' Chfef Secretary to Government. 

Botnbay CastlCj ^th October 1S52* i 


To A* Malet, Esq., 


Chief Secretary to Government, Bombay, 

^ D 


Ste,—I have had the hbnoiy to receive yout letter, No, 4401, dated the 
9th of October lasV giving cover to an original letter, with enclosures, 
herewith returned,^ from the Inam Commissioner, suggesting that the 
Surinjatn of Moreshwur Dixit Munohur, which was held on life'-tenuro 
only, has through erroDpeous information been declared au hereditary 
grant;'and to a^precis of the proceedings of the Government ou the 
subject pf Ibis grant; and desiring me to furnish (he Government with 
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*Qtty expfanatioti which it niay be in my power to afford as to the cajise 
of what ift Buppoied to be a mietakc. 

2* The tarn this subject has taken ohliges^e to state, by way of pre* 
face^ Borne elementary matter, in respect to the nature of the alieoatiotiB 
of land in the Deccan, for which 1 «hotild otherwise have to apologiae. 

3. An Inawt was originally a grant from the rich to the poor for his 
inaintcnaiice ; and in some title-deeds language Beetna to exhaust itself 

* in declaring.the plenary nature of the gra^t to the grantee and 
heira, male and femalCf for ever.^^ So absolute was the gift that the 
opinion which the Commissioner in the Dcecan considered ** a sound 
(Commissioner to Government, May^lSth, 1825) as to the practice 
of the Aihwa^s Government in respect to Inams was, that “the holders 
could dispoB^ of them by will, in sale, or in any other way they chose; 
and that therefore there was no good reason for obliging them to leaort 
to any other mode [alluding to adoption] of disposing of them not con¬ 
genial with their inclinations.*^ * 

4. A Surinjain was of two kinds,—one, called a Fouj Sarinjam, was 
a grant of land from the Sovereign to a noble, to enable him to support 
a contingetit of troops, with which he was bound to take the field with 
his tord paramount; the other, called a Z&t Snrinjam, was a distinct 
grant to the same noble, to maintain due state and dignity as a fc tdal 
Chieftajn. Both grants were personal, and “held on life-tenure oulyJ* 

6. ‘While, then* an Inam was a gift to the poor for his maintejuanc*^ 
a Suriujam was ap assignment to t^e noble for his dignity ; while the 
Inam was a gift “ for ever,” the Surinjam was an aBSignmcnt resum- 
ablc at pleasure, and naver for a longer period than the life of the 
grantee: while the*title of an Inamdar was upheld by his title-deeds, 
the only title of a Surinjamdar was the favour of his sovereign; and it 
Is, therefore, as great a misapplication of terms to ta^c of an hereditary/ 
Surinjain^dar as it is to talk of an hereditaryf pension. 

6. The Most Noble the Marquis of Hastings, 4hB Governor General 
of those days, ordered, on the concfueBt of the Peshwa’s dominions, that 
the Muratha principles and practice in this respect should betfollowed, 
and that every Burinjam shqp.ld be resumed at the death of each grantee, 
and be re-granted as “ an act of grace” (I quote from memory}. 

7. The British military system rendering Jhe Fouj Bufiujams an 

expensive and uaelesa burden, they were^wlth the sxeeption of those 
of the Putwurdhun family, whose position was p^cnliar, permanently 
resumed, and Mr. Elphinstone had then to address himself to the con¬ 
sideration of the question as to the disposal of the Z4t or petBonal 
Surinjama, by wh^ch the state of all the noble - families in the country 
was mainly supported. * * 

8. ‘Without, in the first instance, ahnonneing tba principles by 
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which he waa gove/nedf Mr. Elphinstone proceeded to re-gvant the ' 
Z^t* or persoDal Snrinjame. Some he marked “ Hereditary”; some 
** Mh:y be dlcnialshed at hii deaih’^^ bqibc, as in the instance of Dixit 
Munohur now andet disonsaiotif he left unmarked *; and some he 
marked “ For life,” 

9. But an Inarrt and a Surinjam being, as I have shown, quite dif¬ 
ferent things, it follows that the title to an Inarn and the claim to a 
Surinjam were decided on tj^uitc diflcicnt considerations. 

10. While an inquiry into the title io an Inam was whether the 

original titlc>^eed was gepaine, whether the grant had descended in 
unbroken succession, or the claimant was the tcprcseutative of the ori¬ 
ginal grantee ; the inquiry in regard to a Burinjam was whether it had 
hten-^however possession may have been in th^ interval disturbed —first 
granted by the dynasty which the British Government succeeded, or 
whether a stronger prescriptive title had been established by the ability 
to trace the original grant to the Bajas of Battara or the Mahomedan 
rulers of the Deccan. * 

11. While the latter 'were to be considered “ hereditary in the 
fullest sense of the word,” (see letter of the Court of Directors to the 
Government of Bombay, October 2(>th, lS42j) ** much consideration,” 
Mr, Elphinstone said, ” was due” to the farmer, not because the 
grantees could prove a title from the Duftur, but because, though kept 
in mind, by the exaction of service, as well as by occasional resumpHonSf 
of the real nature and extent of their tenure,” they were the actual 
possessors of power'^; and bcoansc it was ” desirable to avoid popular 
discontent, apd prevent ihc too rapid fail of g^cat families.” 

12. The grant of a Surinjam, in short, might have been resumed 
again and again, and re-granted again and again, in disregard of the 
ordinary laws of succession, and all title by the Duftur obliterated : the 
result of the Inquiry was not based on a title by inheritance, but on 
possession and position at the conquest, and other considcralions of 
Slate polity which no one at the present day can^ as they affected indivi- 
dualSj accurately estimale^ 

13. Ahd these rules, liberal as they '^ere, he made susceptible of 
exceptions in favour of individuals. 

14. For example,—Anna DcodbuT*s niece was given ia marriage to 
the last PcsliWB, yrho fcestowed a Surmjam on his bride^s uncle. The 
holders of land granted by tlie last Peshwa Mr* Blphinstone considered 

m 

* The ABalstant Inadi CotnmiiHlaner is miitaken in luppoiing unmarked ones were grants 
" for life” only* bb ib prored bjr thii very instance af BUit Monchur; Bficordiog to the piiuci- 
pler which Mr. Elphjpitane atterwanlB enunciated, it wbi a grant two livea t the mMi of 
bunnea^u the CominiBBianer's Of&ce during the drit year after the eoaquest of tbc Dcccait 
ohligeU UB to leavetmimy qacBtigDi opra* ; *■ 
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* enfitUd* to pecuBiaxy peanions only, but tho Surinjam of tbta Birdar, 
whose faraily had been honoured by an ,alliaiica with the rei^log 
hooAej warr Tceerved to him, (Bee letter frptn the Agent for Sirdarfi to 
Government^ December 29th, 1,844.) ^ 

15. To apply the foregoing..remarks to the case which has caused 
thifl reference* 

16. Mr. Elphinstotie found a grant of a miecellaneoua oharacter,^ 

as he termed it,—which had been granted fifty-one years before 
the British conquest, the original granteS having heon* through his 
mother, allied to the reigning Peshwa. He was also a BfefcsAoojfci, and, 
as^such, held in veneration. The grant was reiicwedi though not in exact 
conforihlty to the laws of inheritance, fc two a-uhsequenl generations, 
and haiving yirvived the tempestuous factions of the three last reigns of 
the Peshwas, was re-granted by Mr* Klphinstonc, in the exercise of the 
discretion with which he was vested, on the Svrinjamee temtre^ (See 
bis fists and Chor CliJttec.) ^ 

IT According to the Rules, this Sorinjam fell in Class 11., and in 
Class 11* I placed it. 

18* I found, however, that the original grant had been made with an 
em[fh3fti3 most unusual^ and that this emphasis, declaring that the grant 
was to always^’ enjoyed, waa expressly repeated on the first re-grant, 
and by implication in the iast, the third grant stating that the payment 
be made as bereiofore* 


19. It was clear that there must have been some object in the intro- 
duetjon and repe^itiojt of this word? so foreign to a Sunud ^or a grant 
on iifo-tenure, ’which was quite complete without any such word j and £ 
sought for this objeet^nqt in dictionary interpretations (viz* coustantly,’* 
“ regi],Iarly”j[, though they support ’WhaC I did, but in the course fol¬ 
lowed by the sovereigns who in succession dealt with the grant in which 
the’word was found. Although called a Palanquin*allowance, it was 


rc-granted twice, and after an interval of fifty-one years was found in the 
possession of the third grantee, on the abdication of Bajec Rao* J, 
therefore, concluded that the Peshiyas Intended to indicate by this word 
that this Suritjam would not be disturbed, but would be, a^it always 
had been, re-grantcd orf tUtc death of each grantee, or, to use my own 
words on the occasion, that It was “ declared to be permanent*^ in ^on* 

sequence of the sacred character «f the original grantee, and^is alliance 
"with the reigning house. . * * * 

20* Acting, then, on this conclusion, amJ follo’wing the example of 
Mr. Elphinatcnc in respect to Anna Deodhur, (eee p^ragfaph 14, above,) 
^ entered the grant in its proper place according to the Rules, I 
a ded it to alifltofifive others, as cases contemplated in the i2lh para¬ 
graph of the Courtis despatch, in whlob the pop’ularity of the act appeared 
2b * ’ * 
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to famish an 'fideqaate indnooment to^ proJon^ in exception to the 

tennre. I am still of tho same opinion, A mother’s sister is a relation 
partibnlarly reapeeted among the HindooSf and 1 feel satisfied that so 
long as the family of Bajee Haohad reignad, this allowance wonld have 
been undistnibedj and re-^granted again and again ae ^^asact of grace,” 

21, A Teiy few words will explain how U befell that the grant wan 
made a life-grant by the lists of a. d, 1833, the preparation of which was 
suggested by me, and they were aotnally prepared by me, as I believe 
Mr, Marriott told the Government, though signed by him. The indis¬ 
criminate resumption of all Snrlnjams having been ordered by the 
Bombay Government, 1 proposed to postpone the resumption of “ the 
larger estates, the abrapt escheat of which would have been mote exten¬ 
sively felt, and have made a deeper impression on the public mind than 
the resumption of imaittr though more ancient ones," among which 
latter was Munohur Dixifs, The indiscriminate resumption that was 
ordered (Government to the Agent for Sirdars, August 2od, 1632, and 
his reply, December S9tli, 1844) having been disapproved by the Court 
of Directors, and a totally different settlement made, the lists of a, u. 
1838 are no authority whatever as to the eontinuftnoe or otherwise of 
grants, 

22, Although I remained more than a year in India after the comple¬ 
tion of my inquiries, I heard nothing from Government on the subject 
of the Suiinjam inquiry \ but two months after my departure for Bngrand, 
my successor, Mr, Brown, was asked for further information as to this 
grant, when ho said ihbt the “Sunad expressly mentions that this 
Surinjam should always be continued on hereditary tenure, which gives 
weight to the claim of this individual that his Jagheer should be consi¬ 
dered hereditary.” 

23, At the same time that Mr, Brown recorded this, he endeavoured 
to guard himself ^against being misapprehended, by introducing the 
original Murathee word in the original Murathee character, which he 
translated “always,” 

24, 1 presume that as the Goveuiment interpreted this word in the 
case of a Wurshasun mentioued by the Inam Commissioner, so it did in 
this case; but whether it did or not, notfudy knowe better than Sir 
Gedfrge Clerk,—‘nobody knows better than the authorities at the India 
House, who revised tbo#^ lists,—that let Mr. Brown have called it what 
be might, heredilat;y,” in the ordinary sense of the term, could not be 
applied to a^'Sarinjam, and that Mr4 Brown could only mean what Mr. 
Elphinstone meantj when he spoke of “(As belief that the holders were 
entitled of right to an * her^ditar^ tenure,*” 

25, That the “ reader"* was so sLlly as to atteiUpt an imposition in 
respeof^'to so common a wor j I do not believe,^ and when I mentios 
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^hat he Mi Vidyadhut Pumahranti who was ibtrodaoed by me into the 
Ageat'i OfEce (to the heed of whiah he has since risen) oil the warm 
recoinmendrition of Mr^ Hart, for active eo-operation in detecting frhud 
in the Eltamp Department, he will, 1 think, agree with me that it was 
in the last degree impro}>able thal he would have been so dishonast as 
to endeavour to make Mr. Erown believe that the common word 
had any cabalistic meaning in this caee. Mr. Han thinks, however, that 
'the conetmction of Mr Brownie sentence in which always*’ is in« 
troduced Is calculated to mislead, by impressing the reader with a be¬ 
lief that the Saand contained, in addition to the word* 
other words conveying an hereditary grant, and that the Court of Di* 
reclors ^ere so misled. The Court of Directors will, at all events, have 
an opportunity of re-considering their decision in connection with the 
discnssion that has now been had in this case. 

26. It is, as it appears to me, quite immaterial whether, as suggested 
by Captain Cowper, a Palanquin allowance was ever granted bere- 
ditarAy or not. He admUs that it was often re-granied to sons or 
deacondants for their lifetime, when thair circumstances were such as 
to render such re-grants either desirable or necessary/* This U all that 
was Contended for by me, and, as I believe, by Mr. Brown also; and, in 
the words I haVe quoted, Captain Cowper exactly describes the 
dition of a Surinjam. Further,—Mr. Elphinetone's inquiries led him 
to ^^poncluBion that the prince, whose submission bad just receiv¬ 
ed, considered it a Surinjam,—he at all events granted it on the Suiini 
jamee tenure; and without violation of the public faith it cannot now be 
called anything else, it being quite imtuaieTial whether such granta is 
[s, o.] paid wholly *by the produce of land, or partly from land and 
partly in cash. 

27. Then, Captain Cowper compares this grant to a Palanquin allow* 
ance given by Me. Elphin&tone to BallajeeTunt Nutboo* Why, he was 
not a Muratha Sirdar at all, but a Karkoon of RagUa, whom we digni* 
fied by the title of ** British Adher^ent,*^—a counterfeit, who, incapable 
of imitaling the genuine lustre of a Sirdar, sought to daxzle by whatever 
a Sirdar had of gain i That he was a very sagacioua man 1 do not deny ; 
that his services to the British Government deserved, from their very 
nature^ high reward, I readily admit ; but looking to th^ different 
motivee which actuated the parties in the twojdbees^l should no more 
think of comparing anything he got from us^to the Surinjam of Dixit 
Munohur than 1 should tbink of comparing a present ^ven by Lord 
Nelson to a French fisherman, for telling him which way the French fleet 
had tailed, to a grant by Parliament to a member of the royal family in 
the sixth year n(tbei*]teiga of George III., and which was re-granted ift 
the tbne suaetteding reigna«nd i» in pdtaeasion at the present hour. 
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2d. Captftin Cowper has done hia duty bringing forward what he 
bolicTed. a fraud, but he will, on eotrsideration, see that all the motlTee 
wVilDh influenced Mr. ElpJiinatone’a decisions were not redacted by the 
Duftur, ‘‘Government,” as he wrote to Lord Hastings on May 11th, 
1820, ^‘will be at liberty to exercise its discretion in granting or with¬ 
holding the renewal, except in cases-of Padehaee granta” \ in which the 
Governor General expressed his concurrence on the ITih June 1820. 
Mr. Elphinetone, in exercising this discretion, had not only the Duftur 
entire before it had been scattered over the country,—he not only saw 
alt that CaptEdn Cowper has seen,—but he had, what Captain Cowper 
cannot have, the hereditary Duftur Karkoons to aid him, and a knowledge 
of the exact estimation in which each claimant was held at the'moment 
of the conq^uest,—many considerations, besides a record rights, having 
formed the elements of the basis of his decisions as to the extent of 
liberality to be extended to individuals. 

29. The very case before us presents a striking example of this. Sup¬ 
pose that, Instead of the Sunud the meaning of which is now under 
ditcuBslon, 1 had found a Sunud dated only fifteen years earlier, and 
expressly declaring that the grant was for life”;—suppose, in short, 
there had been no title at all by (he Duftur,should, nevertheless, 
have declared it “ hereditary in the fullest sense of the wordr** 

30. Although the Government did not allow me the opportunity of 
giving the last touches to the laborious work undertaken by me at my 
own suggestion, and lam, therefore, not responsible for Mr. Brown^a 
‘‘revised lists,” I am still willing to do my best \a explaining “ the other 
cases of a similarly lat^entable nature conti.ectcd with the revised Su- 
rinjam lists” which Captain Cowper is said to hafe brought forward ; 
though, I observe, on glancing over the lists, that in working out Mr. 
Elphinstone^s Rules, we adopted, asre*gardsthe first and most important 
class, his decisions in fifty out of the sixty-one cases which it contains, 
and as regards the Remaining eleven, Mr. Elphinstone left five open 
questions, three are Surinjams which he said might be diminished at 
the first lapse, aud two which he made life-grants. Of the twenty-seven 
cases of *wbioh Class II. is composed, he made eleven hereditary, ten 
he left open queations, six he made life-grants. Asa set-off against hav¬ 
ing gone^beyond Mr. Elphinstone in liberality in respect to these eight 
life-grants, I find that, h,s regards Clals III., of the forty cases of which 
it is composed, the^whqle of which we reduced to life-grants; there are 
as many as'^twenty-four which Mr. Elphinstone either considered here¬ 
ditary or left their deoisiou open. That he acted advisedly, and on sound 
considerations, in each case, thoogh we can no longer discover them, 
I have not the smallest doubt; .in illustration of ’flfhioh let us take two 
cases *in respect to which ha could not have been miitnken, and both 



APPBKDIX 


13 


* of whicli he decided eontrary to his own Rules, The rise of the fa.mlly 
of Poorundhnree was coeval with that of the first Peshwa, whose yef- 
eonal frieiid the fooiider of the family ’s gtefttneas was. Of Ihie Suriu- 
jamdar Mr, Eiphinslone sayi,—'Phe head of the great house of Pooron- 
dhuree ; came in to Sir John Malcolm i^heretlitari^" Again^ of the Vin- 
chooikur^ while Mr. Elphinatone declares hia Surinjam to be of only 
fifty-eight years* conlinimncc^ he adda«-“ The whole of his personal 
lands, according to the Doftur, to be restored; this is proper, in conse¬ 
quence of the fespectahility of the Chief, and of the promises of Sir John 
Malcolm;— hereditary.** 

^31, Wilh such evidence as this that Mr. Elphinstone’s decisions 
were ionnded on other considerations than those arising from informa-* 
lion derived,from the Duftur, though only formally recorded, perhaps, 
in respect to the greater Sirdars,—and as I presume no one will venture 
at this time, or at any other time, to place his opinion in competition 
with that of Mr. Elphinstoue,—instead of making*that information the 
grounds of disturbing claims which have been already inquired infO' 
six times, to the harassing of the claimants for no less than twenty years, 
I hope the Government and the Court of Directors will forbid any one 
to quesLipn hla decisions in favour of individuals, when ratified by Ibo 
early revisers of hia Hats, merely because we can no longer diflco”cr the 
motives which actuated him to restore grants, the claimants to which, as 
he admits, had been ^^kept in mind, by the exaction of service, ai well 
as by occasional resumptions, of the real nature and extent of th‘eir 
lenure/' 

32. For the rest,—Ih^re are a few Surinjapis which were not on our 

lists in the CoTnmiSsioncr^s Ollice, and some twenty cases, as rnentioned 
in paragraph 30, in respect to which, in working out the Rules, I was 
unable lo be so liberal as Mr. Elphinstone suggested, and regarding 
which, as I said at the close of ray report, I could not hope that my 
siateraents were free from error, and that they mjiat remain open to cor¬ 
rection **; and if Captain Cowper would address himself to the task of 
discoverlugthc poliLtcal ccnslderarions which prompted Mr. Elphlnstone 
in his mode of dealing with those twenty cases, and thereon propose a 
return to the original JibersS decisions, be will do good service to the 
public. ^ 

33. Tt is, I know, believed bj some that Mr. Elphiaslone worked in 
the dark, and that they have discovered that ^which escaped him; it is 
said be did not know that many of the luamdars, whose possessions he 
did not disturb, could not prove a title. 

34. There never was a greater mistake. If we would tread in hia 
foot-priutfi without losing our balance, we must send his Minutes. 
In one published bjt order of the Hottae of Commons, he proposes, 
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u a pafi of tbo ways and means by whiob to support pubHo edn^' 
cation, that we Hbonld impose a cess on Inamdam whose titles were 
doubtful. The truth is, that to an acuteness and penetration of intellect 
which nothing cau elude, and to a knowledge of India, its history, and 
its people, and of the Murathms in particular, in which he ia surpassed 
hyno man living, he added untiring official industry, and, more valuable 
than all to a man in his position, a due respect for that best of ail titles— 
prescription—nnd a magnanimous compassion for the conquered people 
at his feet, 

I have the bononr to bo, &c, 

4 . ' 

(Signed) Jonir WARonn, 

Formerly Agent for Sirdars, and First As3i;^ant to the 

Commissioner in the Dcccan. 


Bombayf d/A December 1852, 
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* 

hvdtx Ilt^i hy Captain T. A, Ootpbb* 

— - » --—“--—' ■'' 

Par«4w Cantuiti. 

1 2 iDtroductory* « 

3 nod 4 Cliiltns to idieDationa cannot Justly be decided intHniit rcfercooe to ex-^ 
tent and nature of anjoyment subsequent to tbe date of grants as wall 
« ^ as to the terms of the grant itself^ * 

5 to ^ The practice of the FeshwaN QoTermnent in regard to^— 

A -—Hesumption of Inams ; 

B^CoDtbuanoe of ditto to direct and collateral heirs ^ 
c—~ Ditto ditto to adopted sons i ^ 

^ D—Transfer of ditto by gift or sale i 

As shown to hHTC been the ewe by the State recordSt extracts from 
which form the four statement^ lettered as above. 

if Sir Thotnaa Mtmro's Minute on the subject of alieoationa of revenue^ 

10 Inama could not be transferred by gift or sale without the sanction )f the 
Feshwa^s Government. 

14 fo*l3 Neither could adoptions be made without such safiction, for any nurpos^ 
of succession to Inams or other property derived from the -State. 

14 The CommIstiioDer in the Deccen (Mr. ChAplin) was, when he erroneously 

informed Govemmeut that under the Pcsliws^s GoTemment Inarna 
could he disposed of at the pleasure of the parties holding them^ pro¬ 
bably misled by the hereditary Dnftur Karkoous. 

15 iThc luam tenure afar more secure oncj and Inamsdess taxed under the 

British than under the Feahwa^s Government. 

* 

16 and 17 An loam under the Fcshwa*s Goternraeut was by no tneaus always " a 
grant from the rich to the f^oor for his meuntenance/* 

18 and 19 Neither could a great number of the Barmjams have been " ail asingnmeat 
I to the noble for dignity.^' 

20 Mr. 'Warden has failed to notice the class of flurinjams to wMch Moresh- 
wuT Dixit's belong,-" i. s. the Surinjaml of ciql officen^ and others 
of the mm-n^taiy classes. * , • ^ 

21 to 26 'ni&t hereditary Surinjama were sometitnes graate^ atill do still exist. Is 
proved beyond doubtj and their existence has especially adverted 
to on former occasions by Mn Blphhstonsi, Mr« W&rdsn, and the Ho¬ 
norable Court of Directors^ * « 

27 It does not 4^f^ear*that the CbTenwr^ General in 1918 dieted tha 
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■Fortf, Couttnitet 

^ * ____ 

reaumptiaa «t tbe tieiitli of tb« iacumbonCi^ Mid the r^greut ad an act 
of grace^ of all Surinjatoa. * 

28 to 31 The unmarked'* Suiiujamaj regarding which ELphimtono submitted 
no recommendation! leaving them open queotiaitd, atnoncC ta more than 
half of the whole number contained in hialutfl^ 

31 and 32 Imperfect state of Mr. ELphinatone^a lUta in r^pect to aoms of their 

detai)». 

' . I ' 

33 and 34 Keasons for auppoiing that the Honorable Courtj when deckmig granta 

and again madle before 1751 entitled to hereditary continuauccj ^uit hare intend- 

38 to 30 ed to require, also, enjoyment aubeequenC to that year, and could not 
have contemplated the recogratiou of hereditary title iu the cases of 
Surinjams under reeuiuptiaii for a long seiiea of years between 1751 
and 1817< i 

35 to 02 History of the Doccan Surinjame ftom Mr, £]p1udstone*a fiwt settlemeDt 
to the preparation of the revised lists, 

i 

63 to 65 The Inam Commisaion ordered to aemtiniae the revised,lists of Surinjauis 
and the lists of pensiens suppkmcntaiy to themp 

66 and 67 principles upon which the above scrutiny hps been ccmmencijed and 
is being^ carried out. ' 

08 to 67 Explanation of Captain Cow{)cr*s reasons for'differitig from Mr. Warden iu, 

thiakiDg Morcahwur^Dixit's case one entitled to special consideration, 

* 1 

8S The circnmstancea deemed by Mr* Warden peculiar to Moreshwur Dkif ^ 
case, and above diacusfled! not! however, pteviously stated when tlio 
Surinjam lists were submitted. 

So Mr. Brownes trojnslation of theMuratliee word '^Nehemoe*' on ''always^* 
not open tp sciiona objection* But not eo the addition of QtAsr wortlst 
which, and which alone, coorpyed the erroneous imprcsision to the Go- 
vemmeat and to the Honorable Court of Directors, 

90 ' The Government and the Honorable Court could not, as Mr. Warden 

supposesj have decided on Moreshwur Dixit's ewe under the belief 
J that hereditary Surinjams did not exist* 

* f 

'91 Neither could the Goyemment and Honorable Court hav« decided with 
1 any reference »to the belief eipreased on a'previoua €>ccamon bj Mr. 
ElphinstoaG, as that belief was dktiBctlf dehued os one exiting on 
wholly' ditferent grounds, 

92 The DompBriwit drawn in Mr. Warden’s 27th |^&ra|:raph is not, tppa- 

‘ < run fly! applicable to Captain Cowpet’i previous report on Moreshwur 

Dilutes case, ' '* i 
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93 to 104 


94 to 98 


*'99 

IDUto i84 


105* 


lOdto 109 


114 to 131 
132 And 153 


Explumtion rf^gaiding three impoTtaut mbjecto &Uuiled to Mr. 

W*pd«xii,— 

I,—^rh« Atate of the recordi of revenue roauageuieat of the leto 
^Govenuaent. 

n*»HereditiiTy Puftup Karkooua? 

m 

IXI^f-p^Foeaibllitj or otherwise of now aAcertaiiuDg the grouudt ou 
w hyh Mr. Eilphinfltone^ ret^mmendationA to the Govemor Ge- 
f neral were baied. 

Whether djcdsiona baaed ou error la the reriaed Suiinjam liato ehould be 
rwouaidered, 

la how far should the luatii Commissiou go Jieyond the mere frteJ 
e/aiW IrouffAt ie/orc an J in how far should it consider the iuteretts 

of "^the public*’ neeeBsarily Hynouymous with thoBe of daimanto to 
alienations of the public revenue^ 

Ditference apparently required to be observed in deciding on Inam ulauns^ 
as distinguished from those of SurinjamdarB^ 

The general principles laid down by Mr. Elphinatone apparently tl e safest 
which can be followed, and yet quite comp^tiblo with the changes 
which the lapse of a third of a century have either brought about or 
render^ neoeiaaiy, * 

A knowledge of^poet pnjceodiuge veiy qeccasaiy in all publio officea^ 
and especlBlly so in the Inam GommiaBion^ 

GonoraL 

n 

Biatovy of Moreahwur Dixit’s Palanquin Suiinjam dlovance, 

' SummiLFy of the drcumetances under which, it 'ivas brat reported on by 
Oapta^ Ck>wper. , 

The aboive report not apparently affected by the iacti and opiuiom now 
brought forward by Mr. Warden. * 

The ftet that Mr. Elphinstonc submitted no recommendation in regard to 
more than half the Sufinjams entered in hid lists maf' have an im¬ 
portant bearing on future, if not oi^past.^proceeiings. 

• * 

l^e “public ^th*' appareutly pledged to nothing bej^md eontinuing 
for life every holding of which the owner was piit ia^poMeasioa by Mr, 
Elp^h^toue. 


(Signed) ^ T. A. Cowpsr, Captafh, 

Aeaiqtent loam CbitiinisHioii^r, 
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No- 163 OP 1853. 

*■ « 

From Captain T. A. Cowpeh, 

Aesietant Inam Commiaaionerf 

To W. Hast, Eaq,, 

luam CommUsioner. 

^ Dated Poona^ ^nd May 1853. 

Sir,— 1 hare now Ih© honour, as desired in yoar letter No. 1735, of 
the 23rd February last, to afford a detailed history of the Palkee Suriti- 
jaui allowance of Moreshwur >Dixit Munohnr, entered in the revised lists 
as No. IG of Class IT. and No. 2 of Class VII., and to explain the prin¬ 
ciples upon which I understand that Government expect m* to sci^utioLSC 
the revised Surinjam lists, (ordered in the Chief Secretary^a letter 
No. 4175, of the 24th December 1852,} pointing out at the same time in 
how far those principles are affected by the facts and opinions recorded 
by Mr. Warden in his letter of the 9th December last to the address of 
the Chief Secretary to Government. 

2. 1 purpose, in the first instance, to take up seriatim^ and in the order 
in which Mr. Warden has recorded them, the opinions and arguments 
contained in that gen demands letter, every portion of which I find so 
intimately connected with the remainder as to render it impoasible. that 
any report can be complete, or can afford the desired information, Whieb 
does not embrace the whole subject upon \yhich* Mr. Warden has 
entered, and which seems to me one of great importance, demanding 
the fullest diucussion in all its bearings. 

3. It is unquestionably of no small consequence, in disposing of 

claims to alienations of public revenue, to arrive at the real intentions 
of the origiaal gmater, and at a correct interpretation of the original 
deed of grant; but, as a general rule, and especially where such grants 
ate of great antiquity* and where the system in which they originated 
U still more ancient, it becomes obviously necessary “to take into con- 
fiideration^the history of the anbsequent actual enjoyment of the grant 
and the extent to which additional right may have been acquired 
or original right modified by such enjoyment; for experience shows 
that to foHow only th« in all such casea would 'be to 

inflict much hardship and injustice in some, iDasmuch as it would fre¬ 
quently tend ntteily to Subvert the state of things which our Govern¬ 
ment, at the conquest of this country, undertoolr to uphold, 

4. To no description of alienation do these remariis apply mgre 
strongly than to grants' in Inamj » in some title-deeds” for which (as 
Mr. Warden has pointed out in paragraph ^3 of his letterJ “language 
seentfl to exhaust itself in^^eoiaring the plenary nature of the gmnf'; 
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* and yet*iiothiiig caa be further from the fact than to suppose that mah 
grants were in practice irrevocable; for the State records alTotd conpla* 
eive evidet.es that during the greater portion of the last century^ and 
especially after the nsurpation of sovereign power by the Pesbwast no 
title-deeds were su detent to ensure the security of any posse salon i 
whether Inam or other wise. 

5. Under the Peahwas’Government, and indeed long before that period, 
it was the invariable practice, when making granta either of land ormo- 
ney^ to issue Sunuds^^ or written documents specifying the nature and 
extent of the grant, the name of the grantee, and, generally, the object 
vyth which the grant was made* These Sunuds* were always regularly 
entered, either at the time of issue or very shortly afterwards, in the State 
diariea (Bos^hirds), from which they were subsequently transcribed and 
classihed in ledgers,f severally denominated the “ Ghurnea," Bhera,*^ 
and ^‘Snrinjam Khutawnee*” The Gharnea ledger contained, besides a 
classification of the entries in the diaries, abstracts of all accounts of 
revenue management rendered to the Government. The preparation of 
these ledgers was unfortunaloly completely neglected dunng the reign 
of t^e last Pcah wa, Bajce Rao Bugoonath, but this was not the case 
with the diaries, which continued to be prepared as usual, and whicli 
are extant up to nearly the close of the Peghwa’s Government. The 
first Peshwa was appointed in a. d- 1714, from which year to 1730 the 
diaries are more or lees imperfect; from 1730 to iJ756 I hey are almost 
complete ; from 175G to 1763 but very few are forthcoming, and ids 
supposed that they were destroyed in the latter year by the Moguls; 
while from 1763 to the ,beginning of 1817 tj^ey are again to be found 
in a nearly perfect*etatc, 

6* The system of record and accounls under the Peshwas* Govern¬ 
ment was a very perfect one,—one of the moat perfecl, probably, ever 
devised; but to be fully understood, the documents ttiemsQlves must be 
seen and studied* The onUioet given in the lait paragraph will, how^ 
ever, I hope, convey some idea qf the great value of the information 
afforded by these Stale records ; •for Jt is on ihdr authoritif that I ven¬ 
ture to believe alienations of revenue generally, and Inaras pHrticukrly, 

to have been one thing in theory, while they were quite another in 
practice. 


7. I have framed and annexed to this lettei&ie ttjidermentioned four 
statements, containing a number of selected cases illustrative of the 

•The Wumption tb«i« gimntf. or that continuiace to other pvtiuon tbs (Jeath of thfl 
fiower, or, in short, all dteratioDa whatever* were, under thoTeibwaa, autboriied hv 
SJUttijdi, ted the Sunud* w«e rtcordod ia exMtly the ume manner, 

T The Lfidgeri wen neft kept before the time of the PeihwM* 

-f^ paragraph* vt tly* letter affuid eome ftirthet dScription 

vXItSBC 
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sytt^m -which was In (bice during the last seventy years of the Peeh' 

was^ Government;— 

• ^ 

Statement of rnama lesumed by the Peshwas' Government 

Ditto B} of ditto continued to direct and collateral heirs under 
the authority of do, do. 

Ditto Cf of ditto ditto to adopted sons under do» do. 

Ditto D, of ditto transferred by gift or eaW under do. do. 

These cases form but a sftiall fraction of those on record, but they 
will suffice, I^pprchend, to prove that the Commissioner in the Deccan 
(Mr. Chaplin), whose opinion Mr, Warden has quoted in the 3rd 
paragraph of his letter, was itf error when he stated that ** the ptactibe 
of the Peshwas’ Government in respect to Inams was that the folders 
could dispose of them by wJlf, in sale, or in any other way they chose, 
** It seems to me clear that without the sanction of Goverpment 
a son could nol hold^ ktjs father*s Inam^ and that without such section 
any transfer of an Inam became null and void. It appears equally 
certain that the Peshwas' Government not only possessed the power of 
resuming Itiams, but that the power was freely exercised \ and it is 
further shown that Inamdars were not exempted from the paymeiSt of 
cesses, but that they contributed largely in this respect. 'In short, it is 
placed, 1 think, beyond a doubt that an Inam, though granted as a free 
gift in perpetuity, ^was resumed or continued, and was ta'lied 
pleasure. 

8, The power of resumption rfbems to have^ beefi arbitrarily exer¬ 
cised ; hut this is not surprising, for it could scarcely have been other¬ 
wise where the will of th*e sovereign had the force of law, and indeed 
was the law. Whatever may have been £he ^Acnry,—tJi praciicef Inanud 
seem to have been interfered with in every possible way; and it will be 
seen* that on an f namdar'e death even his son could not consider his 
holding secure without obtaining the special sanction of Government 
to the floccession. It will be observed,! also, that political olfenoes 
■were punished by resuming the Iiuinis of the offender, and that the 
puniahmeiit due to the actual delinquent was sometimes} (t?en inflicted 
ort hii relatives^ When it is remembered thdt the Muiatba rule was one 
sucession of usurpations, conquests, and inlrigues for sovereign power, 
flti estimate may be lortqed of the number of persons who suffered on 
this account. 

9. The dbcumentary evidence thus obtainable being of such unques¬ 
tionable authenticUy, can scarcely be strengthened by individual tesli- 

+ 

* No. 24 of Statement A, and No*. I, 4, 6, 6, 7, 9, 10,11, 12, Ij*, 15, 16, 17, 20, 21, 23, 
ud 24 Slatemciit K. 

f Nolf 4, 5^ 6, aad 22 of Statement A. 


t Ndi. 9 ud 14 cf Btitenejit A* 



APPSaifilX B. 


21 


mony* The value, however, which altohes to any deliberately recoi^^ded. 
opiaioa of Sir T. Mataro U such that 1 should leave this portion of the 
eobjeot Incomplete were I to omit to make lift following quotation from 
a Minute of hiij^, dated the 16th January 1823, aod teritten after he had 
ejected the reduction and setUement of the Southern Mnratha Ootiair^, 
now forming a portion of the Bombay Presidency, and that portion, too, 
in which more alienated land ia claimed than anywhere else. Sir 
Thomas Munro thua expressed himself:—^ 

“ In this country, under the Native Governmenta, al^gtanis what¬ 
ever are reaumable ai pleasure i ofilcial grants arc permanent while 
.the ofEcc continues, but not always jn the same family; grants for 
religious and charitable purposes, to individuals or bodies of men, 
thoiigh often granted for ever, or while the sun and moon^ endure, 
were frequently resumed at short intervals; grants of Jagheers or 
Inam lands,^rom favour or affection, 5r a$ rewards for services, were 
scarcely ever perpetual. It was rare that any term was epecided, and 
never one or more lives; but it made usually little difference whether 
the grant was for no particular period or perpetual,^the (Altumgfaa) 
perpetual grant was as liable to resumption as any common grant 
containing no specification of time ;—-it was resumed because it was 
loo large, or because the reiguing sovereign disliked the adherents of 
his predeceasoTs and wished to reward his own at their expens^, and 
'fop various other causes. There was no rule for the continuance Qf 
grants but hia^ pleasure ; they might be resumed in two or three 
years, or they might be continued during two, three, or more Hvas; 
but when they escaped so long, it was never without a revision and 
renewal. I believe that the term of their lives is a longer period 
than grants for services were generally permitted by the Native 
prizices to run,” . 

10, Statement D, of Inams transferred by gift or sale under the 
authority of the Feshwas’Government, eontaina U number of instances, 
sufficient, 1 think, to prove thal these transfers were valid only when 
sanctioned by the Government, Itiashownthalthissanctiox^wasBoma- 
times* conditional on the payment of a relief or “ Nttiur.” Hnw very 
fully the Government exercised the power of control can Bcaroaly be 
doubted when we find that it extended to the tiansfer of a slhall portion 
of Inam land by Naila Furnavesef whqn in'the hbight of his ^owar, 
and when we see that a powerful feudatory Kke flie Vinc}|oorkur|: was 
subjected to the same restTictiom • ^ 

11* The inquiries which I have made to enable me to prepare this 

« * 

P 

• No. W of StiteiBOtit D. t No*. 14 end IS of StatonentA. 

* ^ No. 11 of Stateunat Dl 
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repqft have plftccd me in po^seasioa of vnlaabte Infarmation elacidatory 
of^he practice which existed under the Peshwaa’ Government in regard 
to adoptions by Inanidar#. Statement C contains fifieen instances in 
which adoptions were sanctioned. In some* of these cases the adop¬ 
tive father had held a Sarlnjarn as well as Inams^ and both were conli- 
nned on the payment of a relief (Nnzni)} in olhersf the succession 
was to Inams only, it»d even bare it will be seen that Nozura were 
fiometimesf levied. ^ 

12, The a^re evidence seems tolerably conclasive, but there is yet 

etrongar proof forthcoming. 1 would solicit a reference to the in stances j 
speeihed as No. 19 of Statement A and No. 4 of Statement C, why-.h 
adoptions w^re disaitowed and Inams resum&d^ on the sp&cific&lly recorded 
grounds^of $nch adoptions not having been made with the of the 

Peshwas* Government. 

13, Under these circumstances there cannot, 1 apprehend^ longer 
remain room for doubling the correctness of the opinion on this subject 
laid down by the Government in the Revenue Secretary's letter No. 
6023, of the 14th September last, and which h&s been submitted for the 
final orders of the Honorable Court of Directors ; it is, I think, cj^ear, 
that in reserving to themselves the power of granting or.refusing such 
assent to adoptions on the part of Inamdars and others holding liens on 
the public revenue as will confer upon the adopted son a title against 
the State, Gorernmmit merely exercise a prerogative which the Pe^whs 
never for a moment relinquished. ^ 

14, That with the information which is now forthcoming—only a 
small portion of which (see paragraph 7 of thio letter) I have thought it 
necessary to embody in the several statements appended to this letter—■ 
before him, the Commissioner (Mr, Chaplin) would have ever inform¬ 
ed the Governm^t that ** the practice of the Peshwas’ Government 
in respect to Inams was that the holders could dispose of them by will, 
in sale, or in any other way they chose,” is, I conceive, out of the ques¬ 
tion ; and I presume, therefore, that ttha knowledge must have been 
withheld from him by the hereditary Duftur Karkoons, most of whom 
must have'been marc or leas acquainted with the previous praclice, and 
many of whom must have been able to refer to the lecorded proof which 
was at band, bad Ihej thought proper to do so, To one of these 
beieditary £arkoocs I shall by and bye have occasion again to refer 
(see paragr^h 99 of'^thisdetter), and I would only here further remark, 
that what haa Lapparently occurred seems to point out the necessity 
of extreme caution'in matters of this description. 

* Ko«. 8j ISr tad 15 of Statement C. c 

* t N«r 1, 2,3| 4 , 6, 6, 9* 10, U, 13, And H of SUtemect C. 

t Ip 2, 6, 9, and It of StnceuieQt C. ^ • 
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Id, ll certainly seems4o me Inams are held & 

tenure far more secure and permanent than any which existed nn^er 
the Peehwas, snd the proof that such is the taee is, 1 think, to be fbnnd 
in the recorded proceedings of the Feshwas’ Government. But this is 
not all,—it is only nncler the present Government that Inamdars have 
been relieved from the constant and heavy exactions to which they 
were previously sub|ected. The Native GoTernment seems to have 
exacted from them largely, and if not quite as much as from some other 
classes, certainly as much as they required or thought proper. The 
difierfhee was in many respects a purely nominal one ; Inamdars did 
npt, as a general rule, pay what "was called '* Nuiui,” though it was 
frequently levied from them, but they were made to pay ia a dozen 
other ways, ^nd the Government demands were, if resisted, realized by 
a summary process,—^the resumption of the Inam, 1 give below nine 
of the beads under which levies from Inatndars were brought to ac¬ 
count, the amount of revenue which was thus realised being shown by 
the Accounts of the late Government to have been very large 


1. loam Tizaiee, 

2, Kurz Puttee* 


6. Babool Puttee, 
7* Bwaree Puttee* 


3* Pk Salec Puttee. 8. A.mbeh Puttee* 

4* Buliuk Puttee* 9, Doomalleh Puttee. 

• ^ 5, luam Puttee, 

* <5^these| all save Inam Tizslee have, I beJiovef been diseonliuued. 

16* Mr* Warden th|nk9 (see paragraph 3 of his letter) that “ an luam 
was originally a grant from the rich lo the poor for his maintenance^^; 
and it seems desirable to*inquire in how far this desoription can be held 
applicable to the )nam tenure as it existed at the coaquest of the Dec- 
can, because jt may fairly be supposed that grants essenCiaJly of this 
nature must have been exempt from resomptiou on almost all of the 
grounds shown by the State records to have been those on which 
resumptione uecratly took place. What an Inam may have originQlly 
(t, e* as far back as the seventeenth century, and even earlier) beeti^ it 
is, I apprehend, now scarcely possible (o ascertain with certainty; nor, 
indeed, am I able to perceive that the information, if obtainable, could 
be of any practical use, as we know perfectly well what Inams were 
during the GovernnieDt of the ^eshwas, and ^hat they wete when the 
Peshwas' authority gave way to that of Oyeat ^ritaki. i 

17. Looking, then, to the seventy or eighty ^ears wbioh preceded 
the introduction of the British Government,^-^nd for nearly the whole of 
which period we have voluminous records,-—it wilt lie found thatlnams 
were indiecrlmini^tely granted to both rich and poor ^ yeryofcen, doubt* 
less, to the latter for their tnainfeuance, but freqnently, also, to th^ormer 
for their dignity : the instances in whith Ihams of comsiderabk value 
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wev granted \o persons In diRei^iit gradee^of life are very mameronF,' 
Ciannotf an ray opiniora be correctly designated a$ gifts to the poor 
for tleir maintenaneef iior can I suppose that they 'were ever intended 
or conaidered as snob; and still leas am I able to view in thi* light the 
beitowalf* in Inam, by the sovereign of a small portion of land^ or of a 
village worth only a few hundred rupeesj upon a powerful tribatary 
prince or feudatory abreidy in the possession of estates valued at millions. 
1 have extracted a few of ^he moat striking cases on record, and they 
will be found^u Statement E appended to this letter* ^ 

IS* It is, I believe, equally unsafe rigidly to define {see paragraph 5 
■of Mr* Wardeu’^s letter) a^ Suri^jara aa “ an assignfnent to tbeii4ble for 
dignity ” Many of tho smaller Surinjamfl were of little value, and 
even these were generally service holdings: ia these cases, th^n, and 
when the recipient held nothing else, 1 cannot look upon an assignment, 
valued at sometimes less than one, and very frequently at not more 
than three or four thoueand rupees, as one granted to uphold the,,dig¬ 
nity of a noble* I should rather adopt the defioiLion laid down by Mr* 
Elphinstone in a letter to the Collector of Poona, dated the 23nd August 
3.318, and describe such a Burimjam as ** allotted in lieu of pay for 
service” 

19. Who were nobles? must first, however, be asked; and this is a 
question not very easily answered with regard to a country whar#,. the 
transition from the peasant to the prince wa^so rapid, and not ilnfre- 
quent. It may yet be safely asserted, that although nobles were 
almost universally Burinjamdars, Surinjamdars were not necessarily 
nobles,—at least not as we understand and use the term. The small 
Paga commanders and SlHedars held Surinjanis In eomraon with the 
Vinchoorkur and the Fntwurdhuu Chieftains, and many of the inferior 
Xarkoons were S^ptinjanidaTs equally with Nana Furnavese; but in 
these cases the difference of rank and position was just as great as 
that which in our own coantry exists between a titoop or company 
officer and a Commander-in■'Chief entrusted with the fallest powers, or 
between a local Magistrate and one oY the Ministers of State. That the 
large Sarilijams usually granted to great .officers did maintain theif 
dignity, and were intended so to do, is, I imagine, unquestionable; but, 
on the other hand, a numerous class ousted, of whom it would be but 
coiTfict to ftay that ihey hfeld ^urinjams fdr their maintenance in reluru 
for service rendered** * 

20. Mr, Warden in his 4tb paragraph explains Ihaf—h 

A Burinjam was of two kinds,—onercalled a Fouj Surinjami was 
a grant of land from the sovereign to a noble, to 'ssnable him to sup- 

41 V* 

, • irpi. 7>'8, snJ 9 of StAteuieat " 







port a contingent o{ teoopa wUb whicb he waa bound to take the field 
with hter lard paramount; the other* called aZ&t Surinjam* waa & die* 

‘ linct grant to the aame noble, to mamtainflue state and dignity^ a 
feudal Chieitain." 

■ But there was nt fAiVd^and important description of Surinjamj-^thnl 
granted to civil ministers, and others of the non-mil it ary classes. It is 
important not to lose eight of these Sarinjamsj for MareshwuT Dibit's 
ia fae of them, and they were, moreover, ^eeined by the Govetnot Ge¬ 
neral and by Mr EEphinstcme not entitled to the consideration shown to 
the holdings of the military Chiefs, Mr, Elphinstone observed in para- 
gce^ph 33 of his despatch No, 78, of the Ifith June 1313,-^ 

“ "With respect to the old military Jagheerdata, I would by no 
meahs recommend the resumption of their lands on the death of the 
individnaU; those of civil officers or new Jagheerdars may more 
properly be lessened or entirely refiumed." 

SV Mr* Warden, in eipressing an opinion (see paragraph 5 of his 
letter) that a Surinjam was an assignment “never for a longer period 
than the life of the grat^lee, and that it is, therefore, as great a misappli¬ 
cation of terms to talk of an hereditary Snrinjamdar as It is to talk of 
an hereditary pension,has overlooked the fact that the existence of 
hereditary Surinjams was pointed out" by Mr. Elphinstone in 183S to 
the Hcmorable Court of Directors^ when explaining some of the geneval 
principles upon which he had in 1619 re com men cl ed to the Governor 
General that the Deccan Surinjams should be continued ^ 

“The maintenance [said Mr. Elphmstone] of many of the Chiefs in 
their possessionsdvas certainly suggested, as supposed by the Governor 
General, for the purpose of avoiding popular discontent and prevent¬ 
ing the too rapid fall of great families ; but in otber cases it rested 
in the belief that the holders were entitled of right tef their possessions: 
where a Jagheer was by the original grant made hereditary in the 
family of the grantee, there could be no doubt of the right of the 
descendant, but where there waano such grant (as was the case with 
almost all the Jagheers), the right rested on different gronn^at arising 
- from the tenure of Jagheers (or Surinjams, as they are called by the 
Mnrathas)*” 

22. Again,^on the same occasion, Mr* Elpltlastone, in referring to 
the Surinjam of Sheik Meera Waeekufl adyert^ in terms equally 
explicit to the existence of hereditary Jagbeem t — 

“My impressiou is [Mr* EJp hi a stone said] thaf Sheik Me era's an¬ 
cestor commanded a Mogul fort at the time of the first conquest by the ‘ 
Murathas, and surrendered on teims^ one of which was the reci^ipt of 
an hcrcdilary Ja^eer*" * 

4b 
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29 ’ Previous to lliis, however, Mr, Wardon himself had alladed *(o. 
thp existence of hereditary Surinjams, When submitting to Governmeni 
in 1934 lists of the DeccaA Suriniaraa, he stated in hia letter dated the 
3rd January,— 

« Sheik Meera Wacekur was a Sattara feudatory Chief, serving the 
Eftja with a feW horse and holding a Sarinjam for his life in Khan- 
deish» ] have referred to his Suiind or UtleMieed and find that bif 
estate was clearly m Kf^-grant, the customary provision for Jhe 
eontinuancf of it by inheritance, to be found in the Sunuda of all 
' hereditary SuTinjams, being omitted, and the usual form of life-grant 
adopted/* ^ ^ ' 

' 34, One clearly recorded case in point is to be found in the Surin- 
jam granted 1o the Xnveejmig family, the Sunuds for whtelt are'" regia- 
tered in the State diaries, and distinotly define the grant as an hereditary 
one, to be continued to the children, male and female ; and this very cuse 
was in 1844 specially reported on by Mr, Warden, the Government 
having, in the 6tfa paragraph of their Polltienl Secretary's letter 
No. 994, of the 9th May 1843, called for mformation on the subject in 
the following terms;— ,, 

“6* With referenee to the 15ih paragraph of the Honorable 
■ Court's despatch, I am directed to request that you will in the firi^ii 
instance satisfy yourself of the authenticity or otherwise *ofo the 
Sunud on which *the family of the late Ekhlaz Khan Jung Noggur- 
kur claim?, as an hereditary gfant, the estate held by the deceased, 
and report the result of your investigation to Government, accom- 
panied by ajiteml traifslation of that docurfient. ,On the receipt of 
this information the hual instructions of Government on tbU subject 
will ba communicated to you/* 

This juformatiffti Mr Warden supplied in his letter No, SSS, of the- 
3Dth December 1S44, in the 154h paragraph of which Government were 
informed as follows :—‘ 

■D 

“I annei,marked A, a literal translatign of the Sunnd produced by 
Dkhtaz *Kbaii^s son, which is registered in the Peshwa*s Duftur, and 
must, therefore, be held to be authentic; orders 1o the same effect u> 
the Marolutdar and district and village oliiceis are also produced 
by this person/* , * 

. The concluding portiqn oY the Sunud above referred to is that ia 
which the Suiinjam is declared hereditary, and this portion was rendered 
as follows in the translation which accompanied Mr, Waften’s latter:-— 

“ In this manner has the Surinjam grant been made to you, and you 
areptberefore, requested to assume possession of the shares of the fore¬ 
going vil]age;i as formerly^ and both you and your children, male and 
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■ female, enjoy the same* Contino© t& rend gt, faithful'©erTke 
State 

25. The whole of the eirotjtnfitaneee detafied in pavagra^phs 21 A) 24 
of thia letter were doahtleae ia the recollection of the Hoaomble the 
Court of Blrectora when, in sanclioaing the revised Surinjam they 
acknowledged (vide paragraph 17 of Honorable Court's despatch No. 15, 
dated the 22ad May 1849) in the following terme the existence of here- 
ditf^ry Suriajams, and ict doing so admit|ed the claim of Moteahwur 
Dlxil Munohur, atated to be in the posgeasion of one i—* ^ 

No. 2, Moreshwur Dixit, value Rs, 491*—In thia case the Sunud 
ja of the date of 1766, but is stated to.contam [what is rare in such 
ca^esj distinct words of inheritance ; this Surinjam, therefore, should 
be hbreditary*^^ 

26* I have tnet with anathcT recorded grant of an hereditary Surin* 
jam to the Nuwab of Bciha, dated 8tfa Rameau, Teesa Sumancen (cor¬ 
responding with the Zrd June a. v, 1769), the registry of the Sunud 
for which Is forthcoTningin the State diaries, and declares the Burinjatn 
to be gvanied to the Nuieab and fo Aw o/sprtng* 

Toiyuhee wn teomebe Bntkhoordat) so long as they may remain faithful 
servants of the Pe«hwa*a Government. 

27. Mr. Warden in hU 6th paragraph (quoting from memory),<k ■ 
Sicri^eSfthe GoversDr General as having ordered on the conquest of 
the Peshwa's dominions that the Muratha principles and practice in 
this respect ehould he j^lowed, and that every Surinjam should be re¬ 
sumed at the death of each grantee and bo re-granted as au acl of 
grace/' I would, however, observe, that in regard to a very large num¬ 
ber of the Surifijams it /rojjt (fte vertf firat, determined that they 
«liciu1d be life-gianta only, and to these, of course, Mr. Warden's remarks 
are not intended to apply. But even in the other cases I cannot hnd 
that the Governor General directed the resumption on the death of the 
holder, and the re-graut, aw an act of grace, of every Swrinjam ; on thc' 
contrary, I find that the Governor' General in Council expressed him¬ 
self as anxious that the alienations of public revenue, cither iu JagbeerSv 
peoBioas, or other grants, should be limited as much as possible as to 
number, amount, and duration/^ (Vide paragraph 5 of latter dated the 
4th March 1820, from the Secretqjy to the Govej^meut of Intdia to the 
Chief Secretary to the Government of Bci^gbayt) * 

When Mr. Rlphinstone proposed to deefare* cerfain SurMijams here¬ 
ditary, whe|^,at any raterSUoh was understood to be his proposal, the 
Government of India did not concur. TAfs is the occasion to which I 
apprehend Mr. Warden must allude, and on this occasion Mr., ^llphin- 
stone, who had meanwhile become the Governor of Bombayf was 
informed uk pwagraplf 13 of letter dated % 4th March 1634,/rom the 
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Sevetaiy to the Goreinnienl of India to tbe Chief Secielary to ihc 
Government of Bombay^— 

13, With TefeteneS to fhoas grants which It !s proposed to make 
' hereditary, the Governor General in Council doubts the policy of 
making any grants. haTeditary which may justly he put on the footing 
of life-grants. By keeping them as life-grants, Government is hy no 
means excluded from the power of renewing thetn if if should be 
deemed expedient to d<tao, and every renewal will be a fresh aql of 
grace conferred on the individual receiving it; but, by now declaring 
those granU to be hereditary, Government woald be preoluded both 
from resuming its rights when it might be nccespary to do jso and 
from conferring favours on the descendants of the jiresent grantees, and 
would thus be deprived of a probable source of future 4mpTdVement 
in revenue and every other branch of civil administration, as well aa 
of the means of winning attachment by personal obligation,^' 

2S. The last colurnn of Mr. Elphinstoue*s list of Jagheersis hea4cd« 
** For what period leco mm ended"; and in this column some of Ihe Surin- 
jams are marked '^Hereditary"; some “ May be diminished at hib death”; 
some For life"; and some are not marked at all. Prom several cirf^um-' 
stances which it is not necessary here to particulanae, 1 inferred on a 
former occasion (vide letter to the Inam Commissiouer, No, 327, dated 
the 2lst September 1852) that these unmarked Surinjams werc«repom- 
mended as life-grahts only; but Mr, Warden has in a note to h\& S'th 
paragraph now explained that they' are those upon which Mr. Blphiu- 
stone did not decide, and in regard to which ho submitted no recom¬ 
mendation, leaving the irr open questions, 

29, In previously forining an opinion on this subject, I bad not the 
personal knowledge posacBsed by Mr, Warden of the cireuTuslancea 
(see note to paragraph 8 of Mr, Warden's letter) under which Mr. 
EIpbinstone's lists were framed, and I could', therefore, only look to iho 
best evidence of the intentions of the framer which was within my 
reach. This 1 sought in Mr. Elphihstone's own fransmitory despatch 
(dated the 25th October 1319) to the Goveruor General, which explained 
each '^8tep" (see paragraph 2 of despatch) In ‘^the operation"' of pre* 
paring the lists, and the Glh paragraph of which stated that " the whole 
list was thbn examined^ and decisionScpassed upon each case ” ; while, 
excepting a referet^e in the l^th paragraph to the claims of persons who 
had not mode their app^rance, but were still allowed a hearing, there 
was nowhere 'Ony^ allusion whatever to questions not decided upon or 
left open. 

30, In my original report, No> 327, dated the Slst of September 1852, . 
on MOreibwnr Bixit's Palanquin allowance,^Mr. ElpbiaitonB'a lists, and 
what I tl^en supposed to have been hisTeccmtmend£tion, were incidentalltf 
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‘alluded to, and aolhing moie, Ihr tlie otjoct of that leport waf to 
bring to notice what seemed to me a grave error in the revise Hits ; but 
I subsequently found that even where it did^seetn of importance to as¬ 
certain Mr. Elphinstooe't recommendations^ it wae not possible lodoeo 
with any degree of security against error^ owing to the abaence of any 
authenticated copy of his lists and the apparently imperfect state of the 
only document oir record at PoonSf which I repofted^ in my letter to the 
' Inajn Commissiotter^ Noi 6G4t of the 29th December 1S52^ as one “ which 
is not aathenticated^ and is full of erasures and aUcmtious^—when made 
it is impossible to determine.*' 

The Buthpotioaled copy of Mr« «Elphinslone*s original liats^ 
which, under the circurastances just mentioned, you applied for, has 
DOW been received from Calcutta, and does not differ materially from 
the rough draft heretofore in use here; it, however, enables me now to 
speak with confidence, and it shows that out of the whole four hundred 
and fifteen cases which the lists contam, no Uss thiintwQ hundred 
fifirf-eight are in the same condition as the Surinjam of Moreshwur 
DiJiif,—that it is to say, they are “unmarked." (See paragraph 38 of 
this letter). The following abstract shows the number of marUed" and 
unmarked cases in each Class t— 


, Under vbat Hsad. 

^ < 

Marked, 

« 

Uamarkadr 

Sirdwe* or great Chiefs.. ., i..... 

MiintRLideesi. ... 

Iloozrut ..... 

50 
d j 

u 

2E 

18 

5 , • 

60 

13 

8;i 

iiO 

10 

14 

12 

10 

^illcdnra. f , .. ... 

Itcpeudciits of Foreign. Stntes 

Paga Ciiicfs ,. ...... 

KilJedara... 

Tr 

Total.... 

« 

157 

308 


Out of the above two hundred and Gfiy-cight unmarked cages, about 
One hundred and twenty appear to be those of absentees. 

32. In affording, in my letter to the luam Commissioner, No. 42, 
dated the 17th January 1853, Fomc suppkmenl^tf^ ioforrnatis^b regard¬ 
ing Moreshwur Dijiit^s case, I adverted to the somcwAal imperfect state 
of these lists in the following terms :— 

** Mr. Elphinstone forwarded these lists to the •Supreme Govern¬ 
ment just when he iivas leaving the Deccan. Commission; it seems 
, probable that iheTr completion may have been somewhat hurriecji and 

■• * * 

* Tbit Clajt inctndcs the depeadeaU of d^ of AkWlkOtf^r 
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this tnay Account for their not hcirfg so perfectly frameJ as 
Would olberwise have been the case. It may turn outj however, that 
the lists traasmilted were more complete than the drafts which alone 
were apparently retained for record, and in this case the copies which 
Lave been applied for will be all that we reqnire/* 

The authenticated copies have now been received from Calcnlta, and 
a careful examination of them has satisfied me that they sboald always 
be referred to in conneclion with the other furthcoming English and 
Muraihee records, and that they should be held to be authoritative only 
afUr collation with ibese documents. Of course I here refer to the detail 
of the lists; and as exactly ilhistraiing my meaning, t cannot dp better 
than quote the 9th, lOih, and 11th paragraphs of a report which I 
recently submitted to the Inam Commissioner, (No, 12S, dated fhe i5th 
March 1853,) and in which I had occasion to allude to this subject :— 

«9* Much stress is sometimes laid on the propriety of preserving 
intact Mr^ Kiphinstone^s arrangements, and in this opinion generally 
I entirely concur; but I conceive that in speaking of Mr, Elpbin- 
stqne's arrangeTnents wa speah of the printiples which he laid down 
so clearly and so minuiely as those on which hia settlement*»was 
made, and that wc do not purpose to tahe for granted that all the 
detail was necessarHy correct. Indeed, we cannot do so, for we con¬ 
stantly find instances proving the contrary. One has come tirtdetf my 
observation while making this inquiry, and it is such a very striking 
one that it Is worth while to rettird it, * 

“10. The Surinjam of Saojee Nimbalknr (including the village of 
Sherusnee, now reporfed on) ia entered as NVf. 8 the Class of * Paga 
^ Chiefs’ in Mr. McEonoeira list of Jagheers (which list is nothing 
more than a detailed statement of the Eiurinjams entered in Mr, 
Elphtnetone's ttst of Jagheers transmitted to the Supreme Government 
on the 25th October 1819), and the Mokassa and Nimehowtaiee 
Umuls of the village arc therein shown as belonging to Government, 
But in another portion of Mr, Mt^bonnclTs list the Mokassa Umul is 
shown,as forming part of the Surinjam of Umursing Jadow Rao, 
whose name will be found under the head of Sirdars, No. 28, 

“ 11, In the (Chot Cbittees) orders of release issued by the Com- 
tnisaiodhr, copies oKwhich have been forwarded to me by the Agent 
for Sirdars, antfther mistake is apparent, the Mokassa Umul having 
been coiftlnued in two placee. It is released as forming portion of the 
Sariojam ot UjnursLng Jadow Rao (Sirdars, No. 28), aud it is also 
released as forming a portion of the Surinjam of Saojee Nimbalkur 
(Paga Chiefs, No, 8)^ 

33^ The principle upon which Teams and Surinjams were continued 
by Mr., Elphtnatone is adverted to in the 10th paragraph of Mr. 
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*WaTdcn’& letter* With Inamg I have at pTeeent nottiinf; to do^ but aot 
90 as regards Surinjams, the inquiry regarding which Mr, Warden ex¬ 
plains Uy have been—"whether it had been, map ^avts 

been in the interval disturbed, first granted by the dynasty which the 
British Government succeeded, or whether a stronger prejw^plive 
title had been egtabliahed by the ability to trace the original grant to 
the Bajas of Sattara or the Mahomedan rulers of the Deccan."' 

■ But this is exactly opposed to the principle laid down in the Govern- 
racnl letter, as f understand it, {vide paragraphs 59 to 61 aj this letter,) 
which directed the revision of Mr* Watden^s lists, and it is on the 
pripeiple which [ suppose to have been iajd down by the Goveinment 
that I am conducting my inquiry. 

34. f do n 4 >t attempt here to look back to Mr* El ph in stone's recom-' 
mendations, because I apprehend the question to be one arising solelp 
with reference to the Rules laid down by the Honorable the Court of 
Diroclora on which the revised Surlnjam lists were ordered to be 
frameil. When the Honorable Court specified a, d. 1751 as the limit 
(vide paragraph 9 of the Honorable Courfs despatch No. 17, dated the 
26lh October 1942), and declared that all grants of an earlier date 
shoufd be considered hereditary, they must, I imagine, have co'ntem-* 
plated not only possession previous to 1751, but also enjoyment sub¬ 
sequent ^lo that dutcj-^at least, so U seems to me ; for othcrwiac, a Surlo' 
jam gr(Lnled just before 1751 and under resumption for thirty or fony 
years of the period intervening between the original grant and the fall 
of the Peshwa, would become an hereditary one, while anothei grant 
made in 1752 and held fr$m that date to tlie breaking out of the war, 
would have no cla5m to hereditary eouLinuance, although actually 
enjoyed during a much longer period. 

35. This seems the proper place to record what Jias taken place 

with regard Ip the Deccan Surinjams generally, from the dale of Mr, 
EJphinstone's first settlement up to the present time. This statement 
will, I believe, be useful in clearing up more than one doubt, and espe^ 
cially in removing a misapprehen'^ion which, judging from several 
paragraphs (12,28, and 31) of Mr. Warden's ielter, seems to exist, Ihul 
we have questioned, or are about to question in 1853, the decisions 
passed by Mr* Elphinstone in 1819 in favour oj^individuals# ** merely 
because we can no longer discover the moiives*whiclvactuated him to 
restore grants,*' Such a proceeding has, as fa» as i am neither 

been ordered nor authorised by Governmenl, and nothing of the sort 
has most certainly ever been contemplated by me. * 

3G. On thelSih June 1818 Mr* Elpbinstone Bubmitted tothe Gover¬ 
nor General a general view of the measures adopted for the settlement 
of the Peshwa's late c#uatfy,*' and " suggestions on tj^ plans” which 
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Memed «best soiled to ib« completion of that object/* One of Iho most' 
important stjbjectB diqcussed was the best method of providing fo? the 
Jagl^eerdats whom the Events of the war bad deprived of their po-wer 
and poasessions. It was proposed to do this by leaving them their 
personal Jagheera, and by ponsionLag on moderate sums the few not so 
provided for. Aa a measure of policyi Mr. Eiphiastone also recommend^ 
ed pent^iona to aome of the old Ministers of the State, reduced to 
poverty by the persecutioa ^f Bajee Rao,—sort of bounty that would ' 
bo more popi^lar than the provision for that Prince’s own Miniatera.*^ 

3?^ The above was the arrangement proposed with regard to the 
Jagheerdars general ly^-^therp were exceptions, snch as the Putwtird^tin 
Chiefs, Appa Desaee, the Pant Biichew, and others, whose possessions 
were eubtrequcntly specially diced on dilferent princ^les. < These 
Jagheerdaia formed, and contJnac to form a separate cla^s, and it will not 
be necessary further to advert to them in this letter, 

38, Mr Elphiostone calculated that the available revenue Won Id fall 
short of forty lakhs, and proposed several additional measarCB,"to be 
adopted in the event of the Governor General deeming the amount 
insufiicienl to meet the purposes to which Hie Exccilcocy might intend 
to allot it; one of these measures (vide paragraph 33 of despatch) 
being the “recovery** of the pensions to civil and military officers, “by 
resumptions from the personal Jaglieers,” 

39, A marked disiinction was proposed lo the Governor General 
to be made between ihe Jagheer^ of the military and those of civil oiii- 
ccra,’—Mr, Elphinstoneobserving in paragraph 33 of hia despatch,— 

“ With respect to -the old military Ja^heerdars, I would by no 
means recommend the resumption of their lands on ihe death of the 
Individuals; those of civil officers or new jugheerdars may more 
properly be lessened or entirely resumed/* 

40, On the 2Gth September 1618 the Chief Secretary to the Govern¬ 
ment <fif India replied to the despatch, the imporfaut portions of which, 
adecting the subjed-matter of this t;eport, I have quoted in the preceding 
paiagrapli | and Mr. Elphiustone was informed that bts^nancial calcula¬ 
tions were approved of, in the following terms:— 

“Th^ statement given by you of the revenues of the territories of 
the late Peshwa r^emaining in thd baJids of the British Government, 
after meeting al! thq deinaoda on us arising from the circumstances 
under whi^h they were acquired, in satisfactory, and appears to have 
been framed by you on such notions and moderate principles as 
to afford just grounds for the belief that no disappointment will bo 
ej^perienced through any unescpected defalcatioil/* 

41, the proposal to continue generally tirs pcf50»arSuriiijani», or 



appe:4Iiix 33 

equivalent for them, the CroveTmnent of India entirely concnrjred, 
and observed in paragraph 16 of their letter,—- 

*<The proposal for allowing this class o? persons [the Jagheerdars] 
and the other holders of lands for their personal expenses to retain 
the enjoymenit of the lastmentioned description of grants, is founded 
on principles of wise and liberal policy, and has the perfect concur¬ 
rence and sanction of the Governor General in Council, subject to 
sflch special arrangements and provisioiia as you may judge neces- 
pary in apportioning the grauts, with a view to make distinctioiirf 
according to individual desert, and to leave at the same time some 
^uru^ to provide for persons similarly ^entitled to consideration, but 
who did not derive their support from grants of laud,” 

42* The ^a£ and 22nd paragraphs of the Chief Secretary's despatch 
(below quoted) sanctioned the assignment of pensions to those whose 
personal Jagheers were to be resumed, and to the old Ministers of the 
Stat<i reduced to poverty by the persecution of Bajec Rao. 

** 2L You are authorised to assign suitable but moderate pensions 
to auch of the officers of the lute Pesbwa^s service as arc not provided 
fdt by having their personal jaghcers left to them. 

** 22, The arrangements you propose regarding the civil ofliccrs 
of the late Government, and some of the old Ministers of the Poorna 
Statd reduced to poverty by the persecution of Bajee Rao, are m- 
llrely approved by the Governor General in Council. Your excluding 
from these arrangeratnts those indfividuals who lemained with Bajee 
Rao up to the last is also approved.'^ 

43. I have already stated (paragraph 38 of this letter) that Mr. 
Elphinstonc had proposed to reduce the personal Jagheerg iu the event 
of any increase of the available tc venue of the country being deemed 
absolutely required t this, however, the Government ofTndla did not con¬ 
sider necessary, although it was distinctly intimated that the alienation 
of revenue which these liberal ar;;angcmcnt^? involved was sanctioned, 
not &s a permanent^ hut as a prospectively diminishing one. The 29th 
paragraph of the despatch which conveyed thege instructiong j 3 given 
below entire, and preserves, it will be observed, the distinction which 
Mr. Elphinstone proposed (gee paragraph 20 of this Icttc]^ to make 

between grants to civil and ^^nilit'hry officers qf^lic Peshwa/a Govern¬ 
ment !— * * 

* ' • 

^^29* The tranquillity of the country and the future aucceas of our 
administratioruare so much involved in the grant df liberal provisions 
to the civil and military officers of the late Government, that the 
OoveruoT General in Council would feel very much averse to sanction 
any reduction of th* amount appropriated to that purpose. Many of 
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ore for litSf and will ultimately increaso the revolt tie of Qo7ent' 
ment; and they will indirectly have the same effect by their iafluence 
on the general proapenty and productiveneas of our pofisceeionsr 
The Governor General in Council does not by any means contemplate 
a general resumption of the Jagheers^ especially those held by mili¬ 
tary officers. Every fair occasion, however, ehoDld be taken, to 
resume or curtail Jagheers falling in by the death of the holder.’^ 

44. Such was the plan pi^posed by Mr* EJphjnetone, and saactioned 
by the Government of India, for re storing the personal lands of the 
Chiefs, Ministers, and other Jagheerdara of the Muratha Government/* 
and the completion of whfeh was reported Id Mr. El pbiqBtoners 
despatch of the 25th October 1819, I propose to quote the whole of this 
despatch, and of the detailed Rules which accompanied h, bedause it 
is of great importance to show Aoar v&ty fullp Mr, Elphimtom explained 
i& the cot^rming' authority the consideration& which iufiuenced hU recoin- 
mendaiions in each case ^ 

*‘l. I have the honour to report the completion of the plan pro¬ 
posed in my despatch No. 73, for restoring the personal lands of the 
Chiefs, Ministers, and other Jagheerdars of the Muratha Government. 

“2. The first step in this operation was to extract from the Pesh- 
wa’s Uuftur a full account of each Jagheer, and to ascertain, as 
correctly as possible, the character and history of each Jagheerdar, 
with the time when he made his submission to the British Govern¬ 
ment. This was done immediaiiely after the war. 

“ 3. The Collectors were next furnished with iists of the personal 
Jagheers, and requested to ascertain their &ctual^ value, and whether 
they were in force up to ihe breaking out of the war. 

^*4. After time had been allowed for this inquiry, a pToclaiDatlon 
was published/calling on all who had claims to Jagheers to appear 
and show their Sunuds, with lists of their personal lauds, acquainting 
them that it was in the contemplation of His Excellency the Most 
Noble the Governor General to make some provision for them, and 
apprising them that none who did not appear before the iSth Sep¬ 
tember would be attended to. 

'*6. The invest]gallon was now committed to Mr, McDonnell, who 
pTOCeedbd to comptn^c the statements of the Jaghcerdars with those 
drawn up in the Daftur,^ checking both by the accounts received 
from the ^Collectors. A complete register was framed on this com- 
parlson, shdwiqg the name of the holder of each Jagheer; the date 
and nature of the grant; the situation of the lands, and the sources of 
revenue when not drawn from land; with the Kumat or highest reve¬ 
nue, the revenue as stated by the Jagheerdar^ and actual collectioDB 
as reported by ourofficerv. 



APPBlf DIX B. 


35 


The whole list was (hen examined, and decisions passed on 

«aeh case, ^ 

« 7 , All were left in possesBion of thetrlands except such as were 
granted as late as Bajee Eao^s lime, to whom pecnniai'y pensionB 
were assigned- 

“ 0* AU Jagheets held by ancient and great families were recom¬ 
mended to be hereditary (but no communication has been made oa 
t)]ia subject to the holders)- Those which were to cease at the death 
of the present possessors were speci5ed, and where any aUowance was 
to be continued to their heirs it was likewise noted down, 

, “9- Besides these principles which, determined the grant, other 
detailed Rules were drawn out regarding the manner of eseenting it, 
and rite enatosed (No* 1). The object of them was to consolidate 
jaghcers, and to pro'vide in various particulars for the convenisncc of 
Government and the accommodation of the Jagheerdars. 

** 10. The enclosed statement No. 2 shows the result of the above 
inquiries, and the decisions passed on them. Where the principles 
and rules laid down have been departed from, the reasons are always 
stated in dciait; a short account of each of the principal persons is 
' also given, 

11 * No* 3 is an abstract of No. 2 3 the Jaghears in Battara were 
afierw^ards deducted* The balance shows what is still lo be paid by 
the British Government,—it amounts to Rs. 7,46,269-13-0 of actual 
collectiona; but as many are alre^y in possession, and others have 
not appeared, the actual deduction from our future revenue will not 
amount to this sum. - * 

“ 12* The reason why those who have not appeared are still allowed 
a hearing on accounting for their absence is, that it is probable they 
also held them as Inarns (a case not unfreqnent), and have, therefore, 
been already put in possession ;—this would suihciently account for 
their non-appearance.” 

The following are the detailed Rhles which are referred to in the 9th 
paragraph of the letter jiMt quoted 

“ General Rules* 

«T* When a Jagheerdar has no fixed villages for his*personal 
Tynaf, he is to receive viJlagcB of the average goodne^ of the Purguna, 
the Tunkha of which shall amount to the su!n fixed for his personal 
Tynat, In cases where the grant to the Jagheerdajs hla been regu¬ 
lated hy the Kumal inetead of the Tunkha^ he will receive villages 
the Kumal of w*hich will amouni to his personal Tynat* A Jagheer¬ 
dar may be allowed to se^^ct a village for his residence, the rest will 
be fixed by Govern meftt, as may be most cDQVjSuient; and If h^should 
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^^^llingly take tridncy inateadj it will be so much the belter,^Ihe sum 
to,be sometliiag above the actual collection from the villages be would 
' otherwise receive. 

** II. Where a large proportion consists in partial collections in 
money and kind^ on the lands of other persons, {Umnl} one village 
may be granted, and the rest of the personal allowance made in money ; 
the amount to be regulated by an average of the collection from these 
sources. « , 

“ in. The same scale may be adopted, when not particnlarly in- 
convenietit, even if the whole Jaghcer should consist of Umuls. 

** IV. The holders of Mokassa in districts where the revenue bus 
much declined would probably accept of a fixed pecuniary payment, 
which, though much inferior to what the Mokasaa would Hereafter 
rise to, will still be considerably above the receipts from that eoutce, 
Bargains of this kind ought always to be concluded when they ap¬ 
pear favourable to Government; when Mokassa is derivable from the 
villages in the possession of foreign States, the Jagheerdar is to be 
allowed to collect them according to former practice, unless they have 
been exchanged or ceded ; in the former case compensation w^U be 
made by Government, but in the latter none. 

“V, The above inle is applicable to Jagbeers'; it should be 
recommended to Govern incut to excliange any that lie wijthin the 
territories of foreign powers. ^ 

** VI. Whore money ia givun in lieu of .fagheers situated in Sat- 
tara, the sum is to bo paid by the Raja who is to receive the villages. 

“ I« No Surinjviui ceded to the British Government by the 
Treaty of 1817, and no Jagheer not actually enjoyed up to the war, 
to be restored, unless specially directed so to be. 

*^Vin. In* all cases of Mootsudees, where they do not reside 
upon their Jagheer, and have no particular ground of attachment to 
it, a pecuniary payment, somewhat exceeding the produce of the 
■ Jagheer, ought to be made, Instead of actual restoration, unless Iti 
peculiar eases, which will be specified in the lial and marked * land<* 
“ In cases where members of the Hoozrat, and other persons 
whose JaghecT it is absolutely necessary to continue, have a large 
share of their resoufces within th^ Niaam^s country, an application 

must be made <o that prij^ce to continue them in the same fnanner as 
InamsA ' 

fEither a pAngraph (X.) ku beeg omitteil, or the iMt twfl paragraphi have been wrongly 
. numbered. Captain Cowper’a Office copy of theie Ktilea. and duton the recorda of the 
Bombay Government have been found to contain the aame error. It hai not been tbonght 
nevenary to delay thJa npott pending a referenco to Calcnttu-j: 

4 

Ditto ditto ditto Paga Chiefs. 
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■ “ XIT. A list of the Jagheers of Mmiatars of foreign States to be 
seat to the Ecaideats at the Courts of thos& SialeS} and their opinions 
to be solicit id confidentialiy as to the expediency of continuing 
them.*’ 

45, A perasal of this despatch and its accompammerits, (the detail¬ 
ed Rules referred to in the 9th paiagfapb of the despatch,) and of the 
detailed statement of Jagheera prepared by Mr, Elphintone^a Secretary 
and retained at Poona, coupled with the Jtnowledge of the previously 
recorded discussion to which I have adverted, has certainly left ms 
under the impresaicn, not that Mr, Klphirtstoneto record the mo- 
tites afid considerations which prompted him, but that he did record 
them with an accuracy and minuteneas almost unexampled. In this, 
as in all othe^' cases, not the least of the merits of Mr* Elphinstonc^s 
arrangements consisted in their admitting qf such easy explanation, 
which from fireit to last that statesman seems to have considered It his 
bourvicn duty to afford even in matters comparatively unimportant. 
Mr, EJphinstone, in adhering scrupulously to a system which must have 
imposed on him no small amount of additional labour, was actuated, I 
doubt not, by a conviction of the immense advantage of enabling* the 
Governor General, in deciding on all questions submitted to him, to 
so with a full knowledge of every consideration which had indueuerd 
him^Mr, Elphinstone) in proposing them* 

4G/ The imnsmissioD on the 95th October 1919 of these lists of 
J a ghee TP, and of others^of pensions which immediately followed them 
□n the 26th October 1619, was one of the last of the official acts of Mr* 
Eiphinstonc aa Cotpniis^ioner and before proceeding to Bombay, to the 
Govern men t of which he stood appointed, In some respects it waa not 
to be supposed that the lists could be complete,—indeed, as regarded 
the pension lists, Mr. Elphlnstone himself specially the attention 

of the Government of India to the fact that they were not so, and Mr, 
Warden has from personal knowledge now pointed out (note to paragraph 
8 of Mr, Warden^s letter) that mapy of the Burinjams were altogether 
left unsettled, although included in the lists. Here, again, the wonder 
seems to be, not that a Uttle should have remained to be done, and that, 
owing to the necessity of trusting a good deal to imperfect information, 
error should here and there have *crept in, but that a task of*such mag¬ 
nitude should have been so well and so thoroughly colnpieted in so short 
a time, under such circumstances. * 

The 10th paragn^ph of Mf. Elphitistgao^g deipatcfa^ quoted ia tEs lut pangnph, Hem 
aufHcdciitty diauitet on thie poiub m it jufartufl the OciTentOT Geoenl thtt the liriti of Jmj^heen 
were fruncil generally acc'oTding to the Eulea previously laid down, and csopy of which^oconQ- 
panied the deapatch, and it furttev etEtn that where the principlca eod rule* leid down have 
been deputed from, the roasoni lure stated in drinij* ' - * 
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In due course, Mr* El phi listeners proposed sctilcment was 
reviewed by the Government of India, it having meanwhile, however, 
been discovered (hat the realizable revenue of the conquered territory 
would fall greatly short of the amount calculated upon by Mr. Elphiu* 
stone when making his proposals, and by the Government of Imfia when 
generally approving of them. Under these circumstances, the following 
despatch was on the 4th March 1820 forwarded from the Secretary to 
the Government of India to that of Bombay :— 

am directed to acknowledge the receipt of the despatches of the 
25ih and 2Glh October from the Honorable the late Commissioner in 
the terHtories conquered fr*m the Peshwa, relating to Jagbe^rs and 
pensions, either promised or proposed, 

**2. The contents of these despatches have been for solAe time 
under the consideration of the Governor General in Council- 

3. Hzs Lordship recognises in them an adherence to the principles 
laid down in the instructions of 2Gth September 1813. , 

** 4. Since that period, however, a considerable diminution has 
taken place in the hopes then framed of an efficient revenue from lhe 
conquered country, applicable to the general service of the State, t^rom 
the latest calculations received, it now appears that, considering (he 
ostensible magnitude of the conquest, the aid to be derived from it to 
our resources is likely, in comparison, to be scanty even in prospet^t, or 
at any rate much inferior to what was at first expected* 

“5- This cousidoration makKS the Governor General in Council 
anxious that the alienations of public revenue, either in Jagheers, 
pensiona, or other graiifta, should be limited fis much as possible as to 
number, amount, and duration* 

I am, therefore, directed to convey to you HU LordshipU 
request that the Honorable the Governor in Council will be pleased 
to revise the lists transmitted with the despatchca now aekuowdedged, 
with a view tq the reduction, if practicable, of the expense which 
they menace* * ' 

It is for several reasons inexpedient that this revision shall be 
attempted here, and the Governor General in Council is satisfied that 
it can only be accomplished satisfactorily by the Honorable the 
Governot in Conneik . 

**&, 1 am, coViseqnentlyt instructed to confine my communication 

to a few obBervatidns, ' 

“ 9* Whdre the faith of Government ia pledged by the promise of 
the Honorable the late Com mission er, il is not, of course, the wish of 
the Governor Oeceral in Council that any infraclton of that promise 
shotild Cake place* ^ 

‘‘10** Where il isdeenied essential by the Honorable the Goveipor 
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in Conncilj for the IranquiUity of the country or on other importent 
grounds of political expediency, that the grant proposed should taka 
effect, the Grvernor General in Coancit \tfin rest with entire confi¬ 
dence on his judgment* 

II* But Hie Lordship crusts that cases may be foaud in which 
neither good faith will be violated, nor the tranquillity of the country 
endangered, nor essential plans of policy frnsttaied by reduction* 

*' 13. The following are Instances which have casually struck the 
Governor General in Council, and which His Lordship desires me 
to point out as illustrative of the sentiment expressed in the preced- 
yfig paragraph, withont intending that 4iese should be considered as 
the only instances seeming to require revision :—^ 

**li!^*—^hc case of the sons of Balajee Koonjur, It appears from 
the note annexed to this number in the list (hat Balajee Koonjur 
had been long employed to intrigue with Sindia against theBrhish 
Goveinment, and continued this occupation till his dying day. It 
appears that his sons are supposed to be rich* The Governor Ge¬ 
neral in Council is not sensible of the expediency of granting them 
^ pension, unless there be special reasons for it which have escaped 
His Lordship’s notice* 

—The case of Naroo Punt Aotec, the former Governor of 
Hyghur. It appears that he broke a capitulation, that his general 
ccftidtict has been bad, and his character infamous* The remark on 
the first case applies also to this* « 

*‘13* With reference to those grants which it is proposed to make 
hereditary, the Governor^ ener a I in Council dbnhts the poliey of mak¬ 
ing any giants hereditary which may justly be put on the footing of 
life-granls. By keeping them as life^grants, Government is by no 
means excluded from the power of renewing then* if it should be 
deemed expedient to do so, and every renewal will be a fresh act of 
grace conferred on the individual receiving it; but by now declaring 
those grants to be hereditary, Gbveinmeut would be precluded both 
from resuming its rights when it might be necessary to do ao, and 
from conferring favours on the descendants of the present grantees, 
and would thus be deprived of a probable source of future improve¬ 
ment in revenue and every other branch of eWii adminisiration, as 
wellaa of the means of winning attachment by personal obligation* 

“ 14* Observing the pensions of the ofd cJovernmrtit, partly 
religious, are proposed to be continued to the estimated extent of 
Rs* & 300 , 000 , the Governor General in Council is desirous of having 
the present opinion of the Honorable the Governor in Council,' with 
reference to our disap^^oinUnent in the expectation ofgreator resoulces 
irg;rn the conquered terrilofies, as to the expediency of^arryi^g into 
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ciTcct the proposed additional grant of fta* 2^00,000 for the support of ‘ 
the Hindoo religion. 

When the arrangements respecting Jagheeis, pensions, &c. 
be cornpleledj the Governor General in Council will be glad to 
receive a statement of all Inama, Jaidads, Jagheers, pensions, Nem- 
nooks, WuTsliasuDs, and other allowances, in order that a complete 
knowledge may be obtained at one view of the amount of alienations 
of the public revenue in the territories conquered from the Peshwa,' 
whether granted by us or confirmed by us on the grants of preceding 
Governments.’* 


48. The Government of Bombay, of which Mr. Blpblnatonc was then 
the head, replied, through their Chief Secretary, on the llth May follow¬ 
ing, as follows► * 

am directed by the Honorable the Governor in Council to 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 4lh March, on the sub¬ 
ject of the daghcers and pensions, either promised or proposed to bo 
granted by the late Commissioner in the conquered territories, 

2* The Governor in Council U deeply sensible of the necessity 
of economy, and would willingly adopt every practicable me^ns of 
reducing the expenses with which our recent conqucF^t from the 
Peshwa is burdened, but on the most careful revision he £uda it 
impossible to effect any considerable eaving. 

“ 3. The Jagheera and pensions to individuals originated in the 
peculiar manner in which public services y^crc remunerated under 
the Peshwa’s Government, as explained in the report of the late 
Commissioner, and were conceived by hi nr to be so necessary that he 
proposed a larger expenditure than the present in his first estimate 
sent to the Supreme Government in charge of Mr. F. W, KusseU on 
the 8lh March 1S18, at which time he calculated the profits of the 
conquest at a much lower rate than at present. 

‘*4. Independent of the considerations which determined the 
original amount of the grants and appear to the Governor in Council 
lo be still in force, almost the whole of those grants have now been 
issued, and the individuals have been told that they will enjoy them 
for life. 


t No grant of any descriptiqja has been declared hereditary, the 
distinction in iha list of j^aghcers transmitted to the Supreme Govern¬ 
ment iufto hereditary and for life being intended aa a suggestion for 
the future Regulation of the Government, but having in no instance 
been communicated to the parly coneorned, 

“6* The Governor in Council is of opinion that the grants marked 
hereditary should be continued to the heirs of the present occupants; 
but {le entirely ooaQUip with Ills Exccllenby the Most Noble the 
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Govenior General in Council in respect to the expediency of teefew- 
in^ the grant on the death of each incumbent. Government jvill, 
indeed, be at liberty to exercise its diacretion in granting or withhold¬ 
ing the renewal on auch occaaions, except iu the case of wbat is 
termed Padshaee grants, which the Governor In Council conceives 
ought in all cases to be renewed; and of the more ancient grants by 
the Hajas of Sattara, which shonLd he treated with similar attention. 

"With regard to the instances itotLced in your communication, 
as to the Jagheers conferred on unworthy persons, the Governor in 
Council observes, that after the principle of continuing their personal 
landi} to ail Jagheerdars had onco beau determined on, it required 
clear grounds of demerit to resume theni in any particular case. 
The political ofTencee of BaJlajee Koonjur, for example, were not con- 
eidered aulRclent to exclude his eons from the benefit of the rule 
adopted ) but the treachery of Naroo Punt Antee having been clearly 
estabUahed since the report alluded to was transmitted, it has been 
decided that he has forfeited all claim to this provision. 

8. With regard to religious grants, the Governor in Council is 
le<J to believe that they will not exceed one-half of ihe Re. 2,00,000, 
of which sum at least Rs. 50,000 is allowed to supply the place of an 
expenditure by the PesUwa of Rs. 5,00,000 for the encouragement of 
Icarnqd Brahmins. Part of llie remaining sum will be laid out on 
public education and the circulation of printed tracts, as recom¬ 
mended in the late ^Commissionex’s report,—a point to which the 
Governor in Council attaches the utmost impoitance. 

9. Before concluding this letter, the Oorernor in Council thinks 
it necessary to remark that the amount of the Jaglicers and pensiouB 
will soon be diminished by the death of the present incumbents, 
many of whom are men advanced in life, The jmmber that has 
fallen in already is for this reason considerably above what might 
have been expected, 

“ 10, The statement requiretl*iu the last paragraph of your letter 
was transmifted with the late Cofhmissioner'S roporls aa far as could 
be made out from the Peshwa’s records, and the experience of the 
Collectors has not yet been sufficient to admit of their framing other 
Statements* on the accuracy of which some dependence* could be 
placed. They are, however, actually engaged ouiliis investigation, 
the result of which will probably show'a ccnaidaiable i^duotion in 
the total amount of allowances of this description.^^ ' 

i'?th of the succeeding month (June) the Government 
n la yielded to Mr. Elphlnstoue^s opinion, and concurred in the pro- 

iiH however, a marked allusion to the necessity of 

^emg allowed to become a permanent one) in the following terms. 
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* *^The Honoiabb the Govetnof in Council being of opinion that it 
is^impossible to efTact any considerable saving in the Jagheera and 
pen&iona with which the territory conquered from the Peshwa is bur- 
denedj the Governor General in Council, in reliance on the judg¬ 
ment of the Governor in Council, has only to express bis own con- 
earrence, trusting that advantage will be taken of every proper oppor¬ 
tunity to reduce the expenses incurred.” 

50. Thus closed the discussion on the first portion of the tranaac- 
tions now under review. The eapreme authority in India deemed it 
proper to defer to Mr. El phi n alone* a local knowledge and experience, 
and no one questioned the s<Fundne3S of the policy. But whil^ dwall* 
ing on this, it ia important not to lose sight of the fact that Mr. Elphin- 
fitone*s arrangements were, in the first instance, provisWfii^l ones only^ 
and that when they received confirtnation, they did so only m involving 
present and not permanent aliemtiions of revenue. The Government of 
India, when eventually sanctioning the former, deprecated, as they had 
always done, the latter. 

5t* The comprehensive statement with which the Government of 
India desired in the 15th paragraph of their Secretary's letter dat^d the 
4th March 182Q to be furnished, on the completion of the arrangements 
respecting Jagheers and other alienations, appears not to have been 
prepared, (Chief Secretary's memorandum No, 3674, of the 23rd August 
1852,} and the general subject does not seem to have come under the 
consideration of the Bombay Government agmn until 1032, in which 
year the Deputy Agent for Sirdars (Mr. J. Warden), when referring to 
an amended list of^peneions whieli had been recently framed, suggcetcd 
(letter No. 93, of the Tlh November 1832, to the Secretary to Government 
in the Political Department) that the Eight Honorable the Governor 
in Council would find a sirnilar document in respect to the personal 
Snrlnjnms of the Deccan equally valuable." 

52. Mr. Warden also pointed out the necessity of establishing some 
uniformity in practice with regard to these Snrinjama, and stated,— 

As each of these falls in, His Lordship io Council is troubled with 
correspondence and recommendations, and so different have the 
decisions sometimes been on cases of a similar kind, that no uniform 
principle for the future can be said to ha yet established.” 

53. Government having^ approved of Mr. Warden*® ptoposali the 
lists were "prepared by hiruj and having been revised by the Agent for 
Sirdars, Mr. ftarrioU, were submitted to the Honorable Court of Direc- 
tors, who, however, decided on making a still more liberal pro vision for 
the Jagheerdars, for reasons subsequently explained, in their despatch 
No.*l7, of the 26th October 1842, to the. Governmeiit of Bombay to 
have been,—" 
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' “Although this arrangement fthe arrangement proposed in the Usu 
prepared by Messra* Warden and Marriott] would not have violated 
any pledge given to the Jagheerdars, it was greatly at variance with 
the recorded intentions of Mr. ELphinatone; and after having com- 
mnnicated with that gentleman on the subject, we forwarded to the 
Government of India the substance of a paper received from him, the 
principles laid down in which we desired might be conformed to in 
reconsidering the subject. 

*“ Mr. Elphinstone observed that the maintenance of many of the 
Chiefs in their possessions was suggested for the purpoae of avoiding 
popular discontent, and preventing the tpo rapid fall of great families; 
Imt tFiat in other eases it was recommended in the belief that the 
holdeis wer^ entitled of right to an hereditary tenure, not (in general) 
by express grant,^ but by length of possession. This remark, he said, 
was applicable to all those families which bad held their Jagheers 
from the time of the Mogul Emperors or the Kajas of Sattara. 

The Jaghcerdars of the Pe3hwa,^3aid Mr. Elphinstone, ^slood on 
a different footing i they had arisen under the dynasty which we 
subverted ; none could have been in possession for more than seventy 
yesfts; and they had been kept in mind, by the exaction of eerviee, as 
well as by occasional resumptions, of the real nature and extent of 
their tenure. Much consideration was, however, due to them as the 
actif^rpoi^sessora of power, and they were allowed to retain their per¬ 
sonal lands for one or more generations, according to their merits or 
importance.' * 

“Mr. Elphinstone thi^s recognised two cls^sses of Jagheerdars,— 
those of the Mogul Emperors and the Rajas of Sattara,—whose lands he 
recommended should be hereditary in the fullest sense of the word; 
and those of the Peshwa, who had a claim to hold their lands for one 
or more generations.^* 

54. The foregoing instructions were issued by the Honorable Court 
on the 7th February 1838, and inAConformlty to them, the Agent for 
Sirdars was on the 6tli November following directed to prepare and 
submit to Government “revised lists of the Jagheerdras, and the Rules 
for snccession to their estates.** 

55, Revised lists were accordingly prepared by the A^enl and 
submitted to the Honorable Court, who, however, disapproved of them, 
pointing out (in their despatch of the 26th\Dct9ber*l@42, Np. 17) that 
their previous orders (those quoted In paragraph 53 of this letter) had been 
misunderatood, and calling for new lists in the followiEig terms i— 

“6. In attempting to apply those principles to the various cases 
under review, Mr. Mills, the Acting Agent for Sirdars, has faUen 
into a misapprehenaiosi which you have failed to correct* 
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7. He afBirms that aone of the Peccan SQrmjams come within* 
Mr« Elpb in stone’s First ClasSf all of them being grants made since 
th4 Pesbwas commenced to reign. This leenli is arrived at by 
assuming that Baliajee Wishwanath, the first Peshwa^ cotninenccd 
to reign in a. n, 1714, while the earliest grants of which the date is 
known are of 1719. 

3. But it is only by a complete historical error that all acts of 
the Muratha Government subsequent to 1714 can be considered as * 
acts of thePeshwas, in contradiction to the Rajas of SaCtara. Ballajee 
Wishwanaih was appointed Peshwa in 1714, but so far was he from 
obtaining undisputed cantrpl over the Raja that, upon his dcath^in 
October 1722, his son, Bajee Rao, was not appointed to the olfice of 
Peshwa until seven months after his father’s deceaac,^he duties of 
the oihee being discharged during the interval by the other Ministers 
of the Raja. Even Bajee Rao, though he made long strides towards 
the permanent establishment of the power of bis family, can only be 
considered as the principal odlcer and Minister of Shahoo Raja; 
the supreme authority over the Raja and the Muratha State was first 
usurped by the son of Bajee Rao (Ballajee Bajee Rao). This usurpa¬ 
tion, however, was not effected in the lifetime of Shahoo Raja,*who 
was never deprived of personal liberty or sovereign authority as 
far as he chose to retain it, and exercised it shorlly before his death 
in 1749, by naming Ham Raja hia successor; it is from the tr^hbled 
period which immediately succeeded this event that the sovereignty of 
the Peshwas is most unexccptTonably dated,'and the year 1731 may 
be fairly assumed as (he epoch of Its commencement. 

** 9. We direct, therefore, that all Jagbeers in Class I. of Mr, Mills’ 
list which bear dates anterior to 1751 be, as Mr. Blpbinatone recom¬ 
mends, hereditary in the fullest sense of the word, together with those 
of which the dates are unknown, but which are known to be ancient. 
The latter class, though small, includes the three resumed Jagheers 
of 3baik Meera, Shumshere Bahajoor, and Yeshwuni Rao Dabbarcc, 
The first of these, already rcsiorod to the son of the last holder, but 
for life only, must be considered hereditary ; the second and third, 
which arc now under attachment, must, if there bo any direct heirs, 
bo restored ; and in all three cases the receipts from the date of 
attachment must b^accounted for fb the Jagheerdars. 

“ 10. In addi^on to ihtse ancient Jagheers, all those of more re- 
cent date, v^hich were grunted in commutation for the resumption of 
ancient possessions (which is known to hav^ been the case with some), 
are entitled in like manner to an hereditary tenure. 

“11. With respect to the Jagheers of more modern origin, Mr. 
Milb has fallen into another error in sup^i^sing us to have determined 
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that all estates which were matked * hereditar]/’ in Mr. Elphinstquo's 
origlaai recommeDdatJon shoald be hereditary. On the contraryf 
we expreiflly declared oui intention to be only * that Mr. Elphinathne'e 
schedules should be compared wit^ those submitted with the letters 
under reply, in order that, In any case where the latter are less favour¬ 
able to the parties, it may be deliberately considered which of the 
two shoitld be acted upon.* 

“ 12. With regard to Surinjam grants bearing date subsequent to 
1751, resumption after a second geoeration from the conquest, making 
a pensionary provision eqnal to half the net proceeds oAhe Surinjam 
lands for the generation next succeeding, should be the general rule ; 
^ut fn cases in which Mr. Elphinstone may have recommended a 
tnorejGxtended provision, it should be deliberately considered by you 
and the Governor General in Council whether the services or merits 
of the family, or the popularity which would attach to the act, furnish 
an adequate inducement to make an exception to the rule, by prolong- 
ingtfora further term the tenure of cither the whale or a portion of the 
JaghcCT. We would make these exceplions UbeTally, and we would 
extend them, where similar reasons recommend their adoption, even to 
calcs not mentioned with particular favour by Mr.Elphjnslonc/^ 

56. On the 9th May 1643 the Agent for Sirdars was desired to 
carry out the Honorable Court’s orders, and the following detailed iii- 
slrucriDtis were furnished in the 3rd and 4th paragraphs of the Political 
Secretary’s letter No. 994 , 

» 3. I am further directed to request that, in conformity with the 
orders contained .in llie despatch from t^e Honorable Court of 
Directors, you will moat carefully revise the amended liata of Dec- 
can Jaglieerdara submitted to Government by your predcceaaor, Mr. 
Mills, in October 1840 and June 1841, and remodfil with great care 
those lists, on the principles laid down in that despatch. 

“4. I am desired lo request that, In carrying these iostrucliona 
into effect, you will insert in these new lists separate columns, con* 
tainlng the following information in regard to each individual whose 
name is entered in the lists 

—The name of the present incumbent together with that of 
the original grantee. ' ^ 

—The Collectorate In which*the^villnge or villages com¬ 
prised in each Surinjam are situated, together with, the names of 
the Villager and their estimated annual value. * 

The date of the original grant, as ascertained from Su- 
nuds or other documents either on the racords of the Foona P^finr 
or in the possessWn df tlie family to whom the Surinjam was 
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f^anted. The utmost care should t>c taken to guard agaiuet auy 
fraud or deception on this point. 

** 4th .’—The age of the present incumbent, and whether solely 
dependent on hia SuTiujam fir support, or whether he posseaaea 
private property. 

** 6th .—Whether the incumbeut has any legiUmatc male issue, 
and if so, how many sons,—their names and ages. 

“ —The tenure on which the Snriojam will be held by the 

incumbent, on the principles laid down by the Court in ttieir 
despalch dated the 26th October last; and in any case in which you 
may be of opimon that tl^ose principles should be departed from, 
you are requested to submit to Government full information of the 
grounds on which you may propose such deviation. , t 

“7/A.^To state In the clearest manner the data on which your 
recommendations in each case may be founded, and the points on 
which the instructions of Government are required." 

67. The Agent for Sirdars, Mr. Warden, submitted the lists on the 
29th December 1S44, and the following portion (paragraphs 10 to 14) 
of his transmittoiy letter No. 225 is here quoted, as the only one, appa- 
rently, material to the general subject on which X have to report 

** 10. As on the former occasion of preparing Surinjam lists Ibe 
important distinction was not made between granls by the.Maho- 
medan Government and Rajas of Sattnra and those by the Peshwas^ 
I contented myself with assigning as the pertqd when a grant began 
to take efiect the date of the earliest grant recorded in the Poona 
Duftnr, but whenevertf have now found these documenls assign as 
the motive of the grant that the grantee held a Surinjam in the time of 
the Rajas of Sattara, I have altered the date of the original grant and 
plaeed it anterior to a. n. 1751; Jagheers of which the dates are 
unknown, but which are known to be ancient, as well as those of 
more recent date which were granted in commutation for the resump¬ 
tion of ancient possessions, being^treated by the Court of Directors 
with as much consideration as grants actually dated before a, n. 1751. 

“11. 1 have, however, been careful not to adopt any date which 

is not confirmed by the Poona Duftur; theso descriptions of claims, 
then, cov^pose Cla^s I. of Surinjamdars, whose estates are to be 
'hereditary in the fullest sense of the word.^ 

“ 12. Class lI.*'conit9ts of grants bearing date from a. u. 1751 to 
A. D. 1796,—^he date of Dajee Rao^a accession,*^!n respect to which 
resumption after a second generation from the conquest, with a pen^ 
sionary provision equal to half the net proceeds of the Surinjam lands 
for*lhe generation nest succeeding, is the arrangement contemplated, 

** 13.^ Cla^s III. consists of grants subsequent to a. p* 1796, as 
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tvell aa of thofla mada from a, d. 1751 to 17% Tvhich have been already' 
continued to a eecond generation since the conquestj and which Jiave, 
tliereforc, fallen into the same position as lands granted as late as 
Bajee Ttao^f time, the holders of i^hioh Mr, ELphinsione considered 
(Mr, ElpMnatone to the Supreme Government, October 26tbj 1919} 
entitled to pecuniary^ pensions only, and to whom he assigned tiurin- 
jams for life. This list contains also four names of persons whoso 
^urinjams shoald have been resumed on the death of the last incum¬ 
bents; I have denoted them in the statement. The Honorable Court 
speaks of two classes only of 3arinjams, no distinction being made 
J^eiv^een grants by Bajee Rao and those of his predecessors, * but a 
third class was, at all events, required for the reception of the second 
grantees s>nce the oonqueet, of whom the £rst, had they survived till 
now, would have been entered in Class 11.; and it is clear that the 
grants of Surinjams of JBajee Rao, which might have been converted 
at first into pensions, as well as grants by the British Government, 
stand on a different footing from the estates comprised in Class II, 

14. 1 have assigned pensions equal to half the net proceeds of 

their Surinjams to the grantees of Qajec Rao and of the British Go¬ 
vernment, because they would otherwise be worse off than many 
pensioners, which could never have been intended, or Mr* Elphin- ' 
atone,would have made them pensioners Instead of Surinjaradart/' 

5S,' Governmeiti found it necessary lo call for some additional infor¬ 
mation, and, in doing so, took occasion to point out to Mr, Brown (who 
meanwhile had succeeded Mr, Warden as Agent) in how far the latter 
officer's interprelali^n of the Honorable Court^s'orders differed from that 
placed upon them by the Government* The Political Secretary's letter, 
No. 1396, of the 9th May 1946, (which is a lengthy one,) specified, indeed, 
ever^ case in which Government saw reason to differ or entertained 
doubts, but it is not necessary here to do more than advert to two import¬ 
ant principles which Government laid down, and to which the attention 
of the Agent was especially dTawn*; these principles were,— 

Isf,—-That the antiquity of a portion of a Surinjam was not to bo 
looked upon as the antiquity of the whole of it, and that because a 
portion (perhaps a very small one) of a Surinjam granted priordo a. u. 
1751 became, under the Honorable Courtis orderft, entitled to'hereditary 
continuance, it by no means followed that the rcinafndei granted after 
(perhaps long after) 1751 was so entitled, 

2nd .—That it was necessary to ascertain and record whether 

* thrir \6ih utd 19th pAiHgrflplis, however, the Court 'incideiitelly upholds the prin¬ 
ciple thst Surinjami origisaliy gnoted for life ihoiild be w beld^ which would of itulf create 
a thinl clau^" ^ 
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SurlnjaiDfi granted prior to a. n. 1751 had been since that period un^ 
in{erruptedlsf enjo7/ed or not. 

59. The Government orders were very clear: the first vraa contained 
in the Sih paragraph of the Political Secretary's letter^ wherCi adverting 
to the large Surinjam of the Eastia family, consisting of thirty-nine 
Tillages, it was observed,— 

** Id the statement prepared by Mr* Marriott and Mr. Warden in 
1834, this Snrinjam is entered as having been granted to the Rastia 
family in the year 1763; but Mr Warden now slates that this is an 
error, and that it was granted in the year 1745* This point is of 
considerable importance, since, if the latter be the correct date, tfiia 
SiirlnjaTn will, under the recent orders from Iho Honorable Court, be¬ 
come an heTcditary grant; but in the former case it will be resumablc 
after a second generation from the conquest, a pensionary provision, 
equal to a moiety of the net proceeds of the Surinjam, being granted 
to the generation next succeeding, Mr* Warden, in explanation of 
his having entered this giant in his present statement as having been 
originally conferred in the year 1746 instead of 1763, observes,—' In 
the tUls prepared in 1834 the date of the original grant is stated to be 
1763, which was the year In which the faintly received the bulk of its 
Surinjam, namely ten lakhs of r^eca per annum, but during the 
present researches two grants, namely of the villages of Mohokul and 
Jeolce, have been discovered bearing the date herein given [1746].’ 
The two villages referred to* produce a tbtal annual revenue of 
Rs, 1,201-8-6, which bears a very triflingprojjortion tolhe entire Snrin- 
jam, which consists of thirty-nine villages, of (he annual value of 
Es, 62,212-14-3* Before, therefore, it can be admitted that the whole 
of this grant was made, as now alleged by Mr. Warden, in the year 
1746 instead of in 1763, as entered in the previous statements, it will 
be requisite that equally clear and satisfactory proof be afforded in 
regard to each of the other Ihlrty-^scvcn villages, as in the case of the 
two villages above alluded to.” 

60. Mr. Warden, in preparing Eiis lists, had recorded merely the date 
of original grant of each ^urLnjam, without jefere nee to subsequent 
enjoyment; but Government, in the 6lh, 14th, and 16th paragraphs of 
their Political Sqcretaty's letter, No* 1896, dated the 9th May 1846, 
especially directed the oltenfion of the Agent, Mr. Brown, to the neces¬ 
sity of obtaining and recording in the levised lists this important 
information. 

61* The Political Secretary’s letter concluded by pointing out the ne- 

ces^ty Of extreme caution on the part of the Agent, who was informed,— 

£ 

** The gr^fest care should be taken, in colliding the further inf or 
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mation novr called for since the Te^opemng of the question ofttho 
character of these grants presents an opportunity for the commission 
of fraud and deception which the greatest caution and vigilant^ on 
your part c m alone prevent/^ 

i- 

62. The revieed lists were on the 26tli October 1347 aubmitted 
(Agent’s letter No, 178) to Government, whoon the 7th April following, 
^ in (he Chief Secretary’s letter No. 1447, called for some supplementary 
information, and tbia the Agent afforded in hia letter No. 187, on the 
of August 1843. The lists were then forwarded to England, and reooived 
the general sanction of the Honorable Court of Directors on the 22nd 
May 1S49. (Vide'Honorable Court’s desf^atch No, 15.) 

68. Government, under date the 15th July 1351, intimated In their 
Revenue Seci^itary’s letter No, 7233 that the scrutiny of the Inam Com- 
mtssion (the operations of which it had been decided should be extend¬ 
ed lo the Deccan) would necessarily embrace the Revised Surinjam 
lists, topics of which were subsequently, under orders from Govern' 
mctil, furnishod by the Agent for Sirdars, 

r>4. These instruction b were carried out, and reports made cither on 
cases specially referred by tjovernmeut or on others iiieidciitaily 
brought under consi tie ration,''-^! hat of Mores hwur Dixit being one of the 
latter class, Thu tenor of these r^orts wa« such as to elicit the follow¬ 
ing orders from Government in tbcll Political Secretary's loiter, No,'41 75, 
dated Vhe 24Eh September 1852, to the address of the Inam Com¬ 
missioner « * 

1 am at the same tirpe directed to rcquest^lhat you will report in 
detail, in separate letters, at your convenience, upon each of the cases 
in the revised Surinjam lists wUh reference to which you state in 
your last paragraph that you have been informed errors and over* 
sights of even a graver nature than the one now brought to notice 
exist.” 

65. And on the 1st October 1652 the reviged pension lists, which 
were supplementary to the reviacd list of Surinjams, were also directed 
to be tested, the following; being the instructions which the Political 
Secretary’s letter No. 4249 conveyed on the subject;— 

“ As you have in your letter No. 952, dated the Slat Adgust last, 
given Government reason to believe thaV the revised Surinjam lista 
Bubmltted to Government by Mr, Brown, late'Agent for Sirdars lu the 
Deccan, under date the 26th October 1847, contain grave errors 

affecting the interests of Government, the Bight Honorable the Go¬ 
vernor in Council congidcra it possible that similar errors may have 
been committed in (he lists subsequently prepared by that gentleman 
[supplemental to the above] of pcDBiona granted by the •British 
7b ' 
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G^vGTiiment in commutation of Surinjams held previous and ^ubsc-^ 
quant to the year 1751, 

*< 2, 1 am^ thaicforef desired to tiansmit to you in original the whole 

of the proceedings connected with these supplemental lists^ as per 
annexed list* and to request that you will be good enough at your 
early convenience to teat their accuracy and report the result to Go- 
veinmejit- 

‘‘3, A copy of my letter of this date to Mr. Kenya is enclosed for ' 
your information, and I am to request that you will return the origi¬ 
nal documents accompanying this letter with your reply-" 

65- Having now stated t^e eircumstances under which the revised 
lists were subjected to the scrutiny of the Inam Commission, and 
having given the substance of the preliminary disenssionB which took 
place, and of the instmetjona which have been issued from first to last in 
regard to these alienations of revenue, it remains for me to explain the 
principles on which the above scrutiny is being inado. 

07, After much discussion, the Honorable Court of Directors* pro¬ 
mulgated certain Hulcs for application to the Deccan Surlnjams 
gcncraily, and, in doing go, desired* that wherever Mr. Elphinsione’s 
fecommendation in regard to any Burinjam might not accord with those 
Aules, it should be deliberately considered which of the two should be 
acted upon j and I understand the orders of Government to be that I 
should report fully and separately each case in which the above oMersf 
have not been attended to, or in which the Government or the Honor¬ 
able Court may have applied them on incorreeVor incomplete informa¬ 
tion,—in short, I understand my inquiry to confined to the revised 
Surinjam lists, and that it is their correctness or* otherwise which I 
have to semtimse. With Mr. Elphinstone^s early inquiry and rccom- 
mendattons, all,^apparently, that I have to do is to see that they have 
been correctly recorded in the revised lists. 

68. Mr. Warden’s letter, from the 15th paragraph toils conclusion, 
discusses the case of Moreshwur DUit Munohur,— in corinection, how¬ 
ever, with a number of facts and principles of importance, and for the 
most part of very general application ; it seems, therefore, desirable that 
I should explain in how far the information at my disposal leads me to a 
different application of those facts and principles, and to conclusions at 
variance with those of Mr. Warden- 

69. Mr- Warden, in,the 16th, iBlh, 19tb, and 20tb paragraphs of his 
letter, describes as follows certain circumstances which appear to him 

* Pangraph L4 of Honorable Court’i 4lf«p«tc1i No, dated the 7tb Febmary lB38j and 
pangnplu 11 and 12 of ditto -No- 17, dated the 2dtli October 1&42. 

t iTlifi Rules referred to m paragraph 55 of this letter aa thioie laid down by tbe Hpnorablc 
Comtj and the aubaequent aupptementary orden of the Goveroment laaued when the revluon 
of tlio list* WM oitlered. (Vide puegivpha 56, 58, £9, 6(b and 61 uf tbU letter.) 
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lo be peculiar to MoTesbwuT DLxifa case, anJ to entitle Moiesbwut 
Dixit ta special consideration > 

“ —The original grantee having been through hia mother allied 

to the reigiiing Peshwa^ 

*^2nd.^A mothers sister is a relation particularly respected among 
the Hindoos. 

«3rd.—The sacred character of the original grantee, who was a 
3eek^hookhf and as snch held in veneration, 

—That the original grant had been made with an emphasis 
most nnnsualj and that this emphasis, declaring that the grant was to 
be always enjoyed, was expressly rep<faied on the first rC'-grant, and 
hy implication in the last, the thhd grant stating that the payment 
Was to be ifiade as theretofore, 

it —It was clear that there must have been some object in the 
introdaclion and repetition of this word,^ so foreign to a Snnud for a 
grEyiton life-teiinrc, which was quite complete without any such word. 

“ —The course followed by the sovereigns who in ancccsslon 
dealt with the grant in which the word was found, and ■which, al- 
thaugh called a Palanquin allowance, waa ro-granted twice, and after 
an interval of fifty-onc years was found in the possession of the third 
grantee, on the abdication of Bajee Kao. 

7Mp—T he example of Mr. ELphinstone in respect to Anna Dood^ur. 
—An Impression * that so long as the family of Bajeo Rao had 
reigned, this allowanvc would havG*bccn undisturbed, and re-gninted 
again and again as an act of grace.' 

it 9f/i.—The incidental fact that * diclionary^interprctations’ support 
the meaning assigned by Mr. Warden to the word Nehemec 

70. The second Pcahwa, Bnjcc Rao Eulial, and Huron Dixit married 
sisters, the daughters of one Mhadajce Krishnajec Jo^ee, belter known 
as “ the Chasskur^’; the Palanquin allowance was granted, nut to JIurcc 
Dixit, but, after his death, to his son, Vereshwur, and it was not granted 
by the second Feshwa, nor even by Jiis son, who succeeded him as third 
Peshwa, but it was granted hy liis grandson, the fourth Pcsliwn, Madhow 
Rao Bullal : when the grant was made, therefore, the contiection stood 
ihuB,^—the sister of the mother of the grantee, Veresliwur Dixil, had been 
married to the grandfather {the second Peshwa, TBajce Rao^Bullal) of 
the Peshwa (the fourth Peshwa, Madhow Rao Euiial>,who mode the grant, 

71. It will be thus seen that the Peshwa w^o made the grant made 
it to the son of hie gmndmolhcris (not mother’s) sister, I am not aware 
that any peculiar degree of sanctity attaches to this degree of relation^ 
ship, nor, indeed, have 1 been able to discover that a mother’s sister Is 

+ TiV Miuatbcc word Nebemco , * 
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pafticnlarly reispected it is, however, I believe, unquestionable that 
by Hindoos all relations of a mother are considered entitled to respect 
inferior to that paid to all those of the father, and if such be the fact, it 
famishes a sufficient comparative estimate,—a positive one can, I appre¬ 
hend, be, at the heat, but a matter of opinion, 

72, The changes of which we have recorded evidence were so fre¬ 
quent and so arbitrary, that 1 can scarcely conceive remote connection 
(as in the present case) by marriage with the wife of a former Peshwa 
to have had any great weight with his successor; but however this may 
have been, the prince whose supposed feelings (see paragraph 20 of 
Mr. Warden’s letter) are more especially the subject of discussion,,!s 
Bai ee Kao, the last Peshwa, and as regards him there can be no doubt, 
for his acts speak for thcmaelves. He was found in the -posscefeion of 
large estates and deprived of everything;— 

Pandoorung Baboorao Poramutcckur married io his (Bajee Rao^a) 
own sisicr. 

SewajcE Bullal Sholapoorkur, whose daughter was the wife of the 
fourth Peshwa, Mhadow Rao Bullal. 

The family of the Chasskur, marriage wUh \yhose daughter had con¬ 
nected Haree Diaiit with the second Peshwa. (See paragraph 70 of this 
letter,) 

^Jcelkunt Aboorao Baramuteckurj into whose family a daughter of 
the first Peshwa had married. 

The Peiteh family, into which l)ic son (Chimnajee Bullal) of the drst 
Peshwa had married. , 

73» In now discussing the claim of any Surinjumdar to hold hi$i 
Surinjam hereditarily, on the grounds of his family having been con¬ 
nected by marriage with any of the Peshwas, we have the advantage 
of knowing the yiews entertained by the Honorable Court of Directors 
on the subject, That they do not admit the reason as a sufficient one 
is evident from their despatch sanctioning the revised Surinjam lists (the 
20th, 22nd, 29th, 38ih, and 42nd paragraphs of which are below quoted), 
and I Would solicit attention to the'cases decided on in the 2nd and 
in the last of these paragraphs. In the former (that of Kassinath Nara- 
yen Rastia) it will be observed that the ancestor of the Surinjamdar had 
not only ^een connected with one of the Peshwaa more cloicl^ than 
Moreshwur Dixit^s grandfather was, but that the Surinjam had been 
granted twelve yearh earlier * and in the other case (that of Wasaoo- 
deo Bullal Tbuttay) it will be seen that the Surinjani, the hereditary 
continuance of Which the Honorable Court negatived, was held 
at the conquest by the father of the wife of the last Peshwa but one^ 
1 should add that Mr, Elphinstone had recommended the hereditary' 
continuance qf each of these four Surinjams, which Mr, Warden has 
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explained not to have been the caae with regard to that of Morcshftwur 
Dixit 

*^20- The cases in which Mr* Elphinaione, when CammisBioncr in 
ihe Deccaa^ recommended that a more prolonged tenure should be 
granted to particniar 9tirinjaradars than ia provided for by the proaent 
Rules, have also undergone revisal by you, and they are enumerated, 
with remarks, by Mr. Brown in a supplemental list submitted by that 
oiheer* We proceed to review them in Iheir order.” 

^^32, Class II. No. 3, fCassinath Narayen Rasila (value Rs.350).^— 
Same recommendation. The estate has been held by the family from 
J.75^, and Iba original grantee bad given his daughter in marriage to 
one of the Peshwas : these are not aufHcicnt grounds of exception.” 

*^29. Oiass II. No. 13, Yeshwunt Ilao Krishna Wakhurrey 
(Rs. 960).«—Same recommendation. The only apparent reason, that 
the sister of the first grantee was married to the Peshwa, Baltajee Bajeo 

Rao. is insufficient.” 

■ 

<^38. Class III. No. 13, Hurce Rao Ramchundcr and Anund 
Rao Eaitichunder, (Rs. 549).—Recommended by Mr. Elphinstone to 
b^ hereditary, but t^ only reason shown is the ingulRcicnt one that 
the sister of the first grantee was married to the Peshwa Ballajcc 
Bajec Rao.” 

“ 4S. Class Hi. No. 23, Wassoodeo Bullal Thuttay (Rs. 1,250/.— 
Same rocommendalion. Tlie incumbent at the time of the con>];uesi 
had given a daughter in marriage to the Peshwa, Mhadow Rao; 
reason insufficient.” 

74. 1 have quoted the*above cases to illustrate merely the Idonorable 
Court’s S^tvision on litany as set forth in the revised Bnrinjam lists, 1 
mention this because one obvious error in one of these cases has become 
apparent to me, while casually referring to the liatimiuriiig the prepa¬ 
ration of this report, in the tabular statement forwarded to Clovcrn- 
raent with the Agent’s letter No. 197, of the 22nd August 1949, the 
following reasons arc assigned, in *lhe column headed ‘'Rernarks,” as 
those for recommending that the ^urinjam (entered as No. 11 in the 
tabular statement) of Kassinath Natayen Rastia should be eontinued 
hereditarily:— 

The ancestor of the present incumbent wa« a meichaxit, and his 
daughter, named Warrunscebaee, waa^iven in marriage to Bajce 
Kao Eughoouatb Peshwa, and it was on this account tharihe village 
of Shorapoor was given as Zdt Surinjam in 1754, and tfic Jaghesr was 
continued for three generations under the Peshwa’s rule.” 

But the Peshwa, Bajce Rao Rughoonatb, who married Warrun^ee* 
bace, was not horn in l754j,OJ^ until some twenty years afterwards. 

75. It is, I believe, a mistake to suppose that the Palanquin allowance 
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was ^riginalJy granted to a Btek&hQoJchy which means nothing more or 
lees tli^an a Brahmin beggar. Huree Bixit was a Be^kihookli^ but his 
son Vereshwar, to whom the grant was madcj (see paragraph 70 of this 
letterj) was not one j he was a “ Grahusih/* or gentleman in the poaseseion 
of property and powaft and it was as a Government oihoial (Government 
manager or Komaviedlar of a district in Khandeish) that the Paianquin 
allowance was granted to him. 

76. The circumstances above deaoribed leadf I think) irresistibly to 
the conclusion that Vereshwut Diiit could not have becri) and could not 
have been looked upon as a beggar when he was granted the Falanquin 
Burinjam allowance, but there is additional proof forthcoming that he 
was not so considered, and it is this -the form of written address to a 
** Beckahookh” differed essentially from that to a *' Gruhuffth,” ahd no¬ 
where, of course, was this difference more scrupulously preserved than 
in Sunuds and other documents emanating from (he head of the State, 
himself a Brahmin. The Peshwa's Sunud making the original grant of 
the Palanquin Surinjam allowance to Vcreshwtir Dixit Is addressed to 
a *‘Gruhu3th)” and the Sunuds continuing the Surinjam to the son and 
grandson of the original grantee are likewise ao^ddregsed , so that they 
may be accepted as the best posfuible evidence of the intention and view 
of the grantor in this respect. 

77. But to render fully intelligible the preceding paragraph, J must 
explain that Beekshookhs in this country are such by profession and not 

caste. The distinction ia an important one, because, although no 
Hind oo could change hia caste, his profession to a certain extent 
depended upon blm9elf;‘ and those who were be^ars professionally 
remained so just so long as they pleased, or so tong as their necessities 
obliged them, and no longer : mendicancy, although tolerated gene¬ 
rally, was vtnetafed only when a Brahmin fonnd it necessary to beg; and 
it may, therefore, I think, be reasonably supposed that this was but one 
link in (he skilfully forged chain by which one class of men managed 
for centuries to fetter (heir fcllow-treaturcs in a mauner which (he 
world is not again likely to witness/ Although, however, such was the 
poailioii a Brahmin commanded, even when subsisting on the bounty 
of others, it cannot bo supposed that, as a general rule, it was preferred 
to artlnenoGj or eventto indopendeut circumstances; but it is certain 
that the respect in which Si;ahmin beggars were held, and (he counte¬ 
nance which was afforded to them, had the pernicious effect of rendering 
mendicancy too often preferable to a life of ho-nest toil. Those who 
abandoned a life of begging on becoming possessed of means were 
considered and ranked “Gruhusths'^ or gentlemen, and such appears 
to hive been Vereshwur DixiPs case. , 

78. This might be illustj^ated by almost any number of examples, but 
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two of the most striking with which I have become acquainted‘will 
probably suffice,'^ * 

The hrstis that of the great Pulwnrdhun better known as 

the ** Southern Jagheerdars^” whose common ancestor^ Hurbhut, was 
nothing more than a Beekshookfa, 

The second instance is that of Gungadhur Shastree, who was mur¬ 
dered at Punderpoor} while in attendance on the Peshwa as an am'- 
hassador at his court. Gungadhur Shastree had been in his youth a 
beggar (BeekshookUl, but was at the time of his death the highly paid 
servant of the Caekwar^ and was deeply engaged in the political 
^rau^actions of the day.- ■ 

79. Mr, Warden^s impression, “ that the original grant had been 

made with aft emphasis most uniisua], and that there must have been 
some object in the introduction and repetition of this word [the 
Murathce word Nchemee so foreign to a Sunud for a grant on 

life-tenure,” admits, I think, of ready e^planalion i the word N^hemcc 
is not to be found in any Sunuds for hereditary grants, if I may judge 
from all which have come before me in the usual routine of business ; 
frona hundreds which I have examined myself j and from thousands 
which I have caused to be examined on this occasion. Hereditary 
grants, however, excepted^ I am not aware that the use of the word -vag 
most, unusual, or that its mere insertion necessarily imparted any r;spe- 
cial dhgree of emphasis to a Bunud, or that it was foreign to a Sunud 
for a grant on lifc*tenuie. The wor<^is to be found used on all aorta of 
occasions, and for all sorts of purposes, save those indicating hereditary 
continuance, as wiH be seen from the statement annexed to this letter, 
and marked F.* 

80. I would beg attention to the entry No. 4 in the atatement above 
lefetred to, as it completely illustrates (he correctness of the interpre¬ 
tation placed some time ago by Government on the word Ncheinec. 
(Revenue Secretary's letter No. 7229. of the 7th December 1849.) The 
entry referred to is that of a Sunud containing an order to an officer 
entrusted with the revenue management (Kumavees) of a district, to 
charge to Government a certain amount regularly (N£h emee)oii account 
of his own salary. 

81. There are many other instances in which Phave founft the word 
recorded, sometimes with reference to money paymepts, sometimes to the 
acta of individuals, and sometimes with reference to land resumed and 
ordered to be held iu future (always,—Nchemee) on account of the Go- 
vernmentf hut nowhere have I found any case in which the word ia used 
to signify, either directly or by implication, hereditary tenure, 

* Tli« cootuned in thii itatemect hKV« puipoiely be«Q cohJId^ ta Su^udi inued 

by tSu PeshTTO, irho granted the Palatiquin >yjQWBnce to V^Bbwur Dixit ju a, 17G6. 
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8jil« The uae of the word N^hemee, howerer^ in such caaea, was by 
no rqeana general; soraetlmea it was inserted in an ordeff sometimes 
not, as Mr. ‘Warden^has in hiH ISth paragraph shown to have been the 
case even with regard to this grants the two first Sunuds for which 
contained the word^ while the third and last document did not. Mr. 
Warden thinks that in the third case the word must be considered to 
eicist by implication^ and I see no reason for difiertng; but T would 
remark that this fact alone shows how little the expression can be field 
to imply anything like hereditary continuance; for where an hereditary 
grant was made nothing was left to be inferred,*^the terms of the Sunud 
were always distincfi and always equally full. Hereditary contii^uanj^e 
in Sottuds granted by the Peshwa^s Government to Hindoos will be found 


to liavo been ahnoet invariably expreaaed by j PnrnS^renfi 

P^r P^mSee j * these words and their meaning are familiar to 


ail classca-^ven to the cultivator who can neither read nor write. ■ 


83. The fact that this Palanquin allowance was rc-granted twice, 
and after an interval of fifty-one years was found ia the possession of 
the third grantee, on the abdication of Bajcc Rao,’^ cannot, I think, entitle 
it to any more consideration than has been shown to many older Surin- 
jams, A case in point ia found in the 2lat paragraph of the Honorable 
Courtis despatch No. 15, of the 22ad May 1849, in which it is slated,— 

*‘91. Class ir. No. 1, Hurcc Trimbuk Ranjungaumkur,—Recom¬ 
mended by Mr. Elphini^tone hereditary, the onfy apparent reason being 
that the Sunud is date j 1753 ; but though this is only two years later 
than the limit fixed by us, it su/Iices to bring the estate within the class 
of Surinjams granted by the Peshwas, and wc see no reason to make 
the case an ejcception to the Rules." 

And another equally applicable case is the oae decided on in the 22nd 
paragraph of the same despatch, and already quoted in the 73rd paragraph 
of this letter. l 

84. Mr, Warden thus describes the circumstances under which Mr. 
Elpbinstone made an exception to his rule in favour of Anna Hcodhur, 
in paragraph 14 of his letter 

** For^exampie,—Anna Deodhlira’s niece was given in marriage to the 
last Peshwa, who bestowed a Surinjam on his bride^s uncle. The 
holders of land gfantod by the last Peshwa Mr. Elphinstone consi¬ 
dered entitled to pecuniary pensions only, but the Surinjam of this 
Sirdar, whose family had been honoured by an alliance with the 
reigning house, was reserved to him.’^ 

Bttt I find additional and very strong reasons recorded In this ease* by 


* Eatei^ in Mr* Elp1iin»toue’s "lists m No- ]0 upder the ktad " Sirdarf or great Chiefs,” 
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Mr Elphinstoiie ; so strongs indited} as to lead me to beUevcj'judgibg- 
from similar cases decided on, that Mr» El phi n stone would have hardly 
rejected them, even had no others existed. Mr Elphlnstona’s decinon* 
states them to have beea,«- 

To have his personal JagheeRs. 20,000, according to the geDOial 
rule Wo. 1. He has only held it for ten years, but his father was a 
respectable Miaister, and he had himself Bs. 20,000 a year from fees 
in the Duftur before his Jagheer was granted him.” 

85. Mr, Elphinstone, under Ihe circumstances jusi explained, 
allowed AnnaDeodhnt to hold, as a special case and for life^ aSorinjam 
jreeeivad from Bajee Rao, whose grants it wbs the general rule to resume; 
and Mr, Warden (if I correctly understand him) is of opinionfseo para- 
graph 3o of Mr. Warden’s letter) that Morcshwur Dixit’s case may be 
made an exceptional one, in ** foliowing the example of Mr. Elphin- 
stone”; but the Sorinjam of Anna Deodhar (who was a mar connexion of 
the Peshwa) was continued as an act of grace, and £hen only as a 
[if&~granti whereas Moreshwur Dixit's claim to hold his Surinjatn as 
an hereditary one was stated to rest on a. deed of grant (Sunud) declar¬ 
ing it to be »o.f 

8G. The dictionary interpretations to which Mr. Warden refers he 
explains to be ‘^constantly,’* ‘‘regwlarly” (marginal note to paragraph 
J9of Mr, Warden’s letter), and these are the precise meanings wh.ch 
Government have already attached to the word Ntdicmce,” and the 
meanings, also, in which the term seems to have been used by the 
Peshwas* Government. But in Mr. Warden*s lists ‘‘Nehemtje*’ was 
translated as ‘‘ perpetual*’’(see paragraph 125 of this letter), and thU is 
the interpretation which, as applied to a Surinjam or to any personal 
allowance, I have hitherto had in view as an Incorrect one. 

87. Under all the circumstances above explained, therefore, I am 
unable to agree with Mr. Warden in supposing Moreshwur Dixil*s 
Palanquin Sarinjam allowance to have been granted and continued 
under any peculiar ctreumstance^; and as to what the last Peehwa 
would have done with if, had he continued in power, I cannot hazard an 
Opinion, for Bajee Rao*sown acts proved (as I have shown in paragraph 
72 of ibis Letter) how little dependence could be placed on him; hut even 
admitting Bajee Eao’s favourable disposition towards this Snxinjamdar, 
the argument would apply with equal or greater force to many other 

holdings which the British Govemmeitt hive found It neither requisite 

» 

* Three of the cdIuiddi in Mr. BlphinitaneV litti are headed ralpeetirely "Reouij^s/' 
and whit period recemPKnded.” Mr. Warden** quotitiiui ii iroM the 

hrit of thue cotiuDiie. 

f In Mr. Wurden^e perpetual”; in Mr. Brown*! netiaci lUtii—^‘alwiya 

on hercditiry tenure.** * * * 

Sb * 
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norwpedient to recognise as hereditary } and it therofare seems to me 
daTi^eioufl to base (even partially) any such concession on grounds 
which might be made of such very general application, 

98* 1 have thua endeavoured in paragraphs 69 to 87 of this letter 

to explain my reasons for entertaining an opinion differing from that 
of Mr* Warden as regards this portion of the question, which^ however^ 
appears to have been nouff for the first time^ brought under discussion* 
The following is an extract from the Political Secretary's letter No. ^94, 
of the 9th May 1843, paragraph 4, clause 6| directing the preparation 
of the Surtnjam lists according to the Rules laid dawn by the Honorable 
Court of DirecIorSf and describing one item of information especi^ly 
required to be^ 

'‘The tenure on which the Surinjam will be held by the incumbent 
on the principles laid down by the Court in their despatch dated the 
26th October last, and in any case in which you may bo of opinion 
that those principles should be departed from, you are requested to 
submit to Government full information of the grounds on which you 
may propose such deviation ” 

And Mr* Warden, in submitting the lists, informed Governmettt as 
follows in paragraph 23 of the Agent’s letter to Govcminent No. 220, 
dated the 29th December 1944:— 

“ No* 7 is the list, contemplated in the 12th paragraph of the Honor¬ 
able Court’^s despatch, of cases in which the aervices or merits of the 
family, or the popularity of the act appear *to furnish an adequate 
inducement to prolong, in exception to Rules, the tenure of the 
Jaghcers* I have, as you desired, stated tfie grounds ou which I am 
of opinion that these principles might be in regard to these cases? 
departed 

While in the lists the onl^ reason assigned in the column lieadeJ 
** Remarks’^ of list No. 7 of Mr. Warden^s lists of 1834j entry No* 3, 
for making MorcahwUT Dixit’s a special case, — 

“This grant is entered here because the Sunud on which It is held 
declares it to be perpetual.*^ 

89* The Agent for Sirdars, Mr. Brown, when specially* called upon 
for inforpation regarding Moreshwur Dixit’s Palanquin allowance, 
reported as follows :— 

“Th&Sunud eXpreesly mentions that this Surinjam should always 
(iMt) be Continued on hereditary tenure, which gives weight to 
the claim of this individual that hia Jaghcer shbuld be considered 
hereditary/’ 

* After the reviyed liata were suVmittrJ, Qorernaieiif called for furtber (8ef 

pBregraph of this letter-) 



APPENDIX B. 


59 


' And Mr. Wardeiit leferring to the above passage^ la of opinion 
paragraph 23 of Mr. Warden's letter) that,~ 

“At the eame time that Mr. Brown recorded this, he endeavoured: to 
guard himself against being misapprehended by introduolng the 
original Mnrathee word in the original Murathee character, which ho 
translated ‘always^’*' 

But it fleems to me that the error was first committed (see paragraphs 
127^nd 128 of this letter) in introducing at all the word “hereditary/* 
and that this error was greatly increased by the subsequentlntrodncUon 
of the original word in the Murathee character, translated as “ always”; 
fa^altbongb in the Sunud there was no w'bid to be translated correctly 
as “hereditary,” it might in the first instance have been that “heredi¬ 
tary” had been confounded with “always,” but at last “always” was 
given with its Murathee original (Nchemec, nnd “ dd hereditary 

tenure” (for which there then remained no corresponding Murathee word 
of flji^ sort) was aildedf the wording of the Sunud being thus made 
fttrongcr than ever. (See paragraph 29 of this letter.) 

00* Mr. Warden presumes {paragraph 24) the Government to liare 
inlerprclcd the word “ Wt'shemec,” in the case of Moreshwur Bxxifs 
Palanquin Surlnjairt, as they did in the case of the Wursliasun nllow- 
ftnee to vJiich I referred when reporting in the first mstance upon 
Moresh War Dixit's case (t\ p* that it was interpreted by the Governmcal 
ELS “ regularly”), and that both Sir George Clerk and the Honornblc 
Court must have knowir that hereditary in the ordinary sense of the 
word could not be applied to a Sunnjam ; but I have already explained 
(see paragraphs 21,to 2S of this letter) that hereditary Surlnjams do 
exist, and that the Honorable Court adverted to this very fa''t as a rare one, 
when they sanctioned the hereditary continuance of Moreshwur Dixit'*s 
Surinjam soWy because the Sunud granting it was stated to contain 
^‘distinct words of inheriiance.’' It seems,therefore, clear that both Sir 
George Clerk and the Honorable Court could only look to the report 
Vjcfore them in Moreahwur Dixit's case, and that report declared iho 
Sunud to mention expressly that the Suritijam should always be conti* 
nued on hereditary 1 enure* On this information Sir George Clerk 
recorded* an opinion that although the grant, as one of a* d. 1766, did 
not “come within the general Rules laid down by th« Honorablt Court as 
conferring an hereditary title, the fact of itSihaving been assigned *o the 
ancestors of the present incumbent on hereditary tenure sedfeed a suf¬ 
ficient reason for this [the Bombay] Government to repommend that the 
provisions of the Sunud granted to this [Moreshwur Dixit’s] family 

* Ste pr^cit of pitt procBcdin}^ of the Govern mentt ttBUsmitted to Mr. W&rdfin with tW 
Cliief bccrrtsry's letter No* 4401, of the 9th October 1352*^ 
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iihdiild be ttpbelil.'* And the Honorable Court of DirecfoTe^ in finally 
deciding on the case, did so in terms so dietinet as to leave, it appear!^ 
to me, DO room for supposing that they acceded to the re commendation 
of the Groverumect on any other but the exact grounds on which it had 
been made (t\ e. because the SuTinjam was one stated to be held under 
a Snnnd declaring it hereditary): the Honorable Court observed,— 

<*In this case the Sunud is of the date of a, d. 1766, but is slated to 

contain (what is rare in such oases) distinct words of inheritance. 

This Suriz^atn, therefore, should be hereditary.” 

91. Under the circumstances recorded in the last paragraph, I am un¬ 
able to agree with Mr. Watdtn (paragraph 24), and I cannot suppose it 
possible that either Sir G. Clerk or the authorities at the India House 
Gonld have known “ that Mr. Brown could only mean wb^t Mr, ^Iphin- 
stone meant when he spoke of the belief that the holders were entitled 
of righito an hereditary tenure^"; for Sir George Clerk distinctly record¬ 
ed his recommendation to rest on ^Uhe provisions of the Snnud,^^ and the 
Honorable Court, with equal distinctness, declared their sanction fo be 
accorded because, as the Sunud contained “ distinct words of inhcrii- 
ance," thereforCf the grant should be hereditary* Added to this, it must 
be remembered that Mr. Elphinstone, when expressing his belief that 
the holders were entitled of right to an hereditary tenure, dis^jncily de¬ 
fined the right to be one based on length of posseseion (i, e. possession 
from the lime of the Mogul Emperors or Sattara Rajas), and mi on 
hcreditarif title-deeds ; whereas Me. Brown’s recommendation was based, 
and his recommendation was acceded to, upon the supposed existence 
of an hereditary title-deed^ where there was 7tot the length of pcsseasion 
contemplated by Mr. Blpbinstone. 

92. 1 do not think that the very striking comparison between the 
French fisherman and the member of the royal family of Great Britain, 
drawn in Mr. Warden^s 27lli paragraph, can apply to my report of the 
Slst September last. No. 327, in which it was not ray intention to 
institute any comparison whatever between Ballajee Punt Nuthoo and 
Moreshwur Dixit or his ancestors, but merely to refer to a decision bear¬ 
ing materially upon the case reported on, and iri which the Honorable 
Court had declared generally that Palanquin allowances were not, per 
se, hereditary, Thf Palanquin allowance particularly adverted to In 
the Honorable Court’s decLsipn^r^^ that of Ballajee Punt Nuthoo, certain- 
ly, but had it been bne granted to one of the Putwiirdhun Chieftains it 
would have been equally referred to by me,—iny reference was not to 
the individual to whom the allowance was granted, but to a particular 
description of allowance granted by a particular authority : in both 
cases the grant was of the same description (i. e. an allowance for a 
Palanqpin), ^nd in both cases the grant emanated from the same 
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source (ihe Govcrnmeni). To this extent 1 Tiewed them aa 
alike* ’h “ V 

93* The whole of Mr* Warden’^ 99th paragraphic based on the as 
lion that Mr, Elphitiatone's* decistotia have been questioned ; hut I have 
explained that, aa far as 1 am aware, my inquiries have nothing- to do 
with Mr* Elphiustone's decisions, and that I am desired by Government 
to ascertain merely in how far the decisions of the Honorable the Court 
of Directors on the revised Surmjam lists have been passed on facta 
correctly and completely stated. Mr* Warden, however, here (paragraph 
28) refers to more than one important subject, on which it seems 
ospecially desirable that I should furnish Government with all the 
iniorm^tion I possess, as they are intimately connected with the gene¬ 
ral question qf the alienation of public revenue* 

94* The first and most important of these subjects is the state of the 
records of the late Government (better known here as ”the Poona Dnf- 
tur"), regarding which considerable misapprehension seems to prevail, 
Mr, £lphia$tone many years ago alluded, as Mr. Warden has now done, 
to the incomplele state of these records, and when Mr. Elphinstone 
wrote, he was correct, in so far that a portion of them had been removed 
to tJfb different Collectoratcs,! but a portion, consisting only of district 
accounts of managemert, the State diaries, iho ledgers,| the estimates, 
and, in fact, the more important portions of the Duftur, were kept entire at 
Poon^ and were there catalogued, and thus rendered much more Bv?dl- 
able for all practical purposes than they could previously have been, 

95. Such was the sthte of things* when Mr. Elphinslone wrote in 
1838, and even then 1 caq scarcely conceive the separation of the above 
described portion oiF the records to have been an absolute bar to obtain* 
ifig information as correctly as before, though it could not, of course, 
have been obtained as easily or as quickly \ but I need not dwell 
upon this, because it is u state of things which exists no longer,—In all 
districts over which the operations of the luam Commission extend, 
the records have been, under the orders of Government, returned by the 
different Collectors, and are now under the sole charge of this depart* 
ment; so far, therefore, as regards the Deccan Surinjams, 1 have at my 
disposal the whole of the Duftur to which Mr. ElphinstODe alluded as 
having been entire in 1818 and 1819* 

^ Mr. Wfttden liimtelf however, pointed out, in the note to the Stli pingrtph of bln 
letter,. Chit Mr. Elphinstone’B inquiriei did dot etBbrACt^Morevhwiim dH:, nJtbou^li the 

revued SiitiiLjaiD bets werti framed and Baaetionod uuder thfi ^mprenion tbftt ifr. ELphiiUiteiie 
had recommended Et to be made ft ljf«-gr*Ttt. 

t Th« Poona and Nuggur di strict iiceountflp howevert were not thuB removed, and in tbeve 
tft'O diitricts the larger portion of X^ecean SurlnjaiOB wbb eompriKd* 

i Thfi Ghurneft ledger ib one of thn mrnit perfect State record*, etpedilly with nejtftfd to 
revenue mani^etncnt^ which has (trobnhly ever been fraraed and presi^rcd lit Bny isouatry ; 
under the loat Pe#hwii, li□never, thin valuable leflper «ai not kept* 

f 



62 


APPENDIX B, 


96, Bnt I ha'?e now at my disposal muclj Duflar in addition lo the 
abova, and among this additional poriion aie to be found Kome of tlie 
most'valuable* accoanla which the Peshwa*s Tccords conlair,— i.e. tlie 
accounts of management and estimates for the period immediately pre¬ 
ceding the war in 1817, At the breaking tip of the Deccan Commis- 
fiion in 1826, many enortnoua heaps and rooms full of papers remained 
in the record house unexamined and just as they had been thrown 
there at the taking of the country, and it is only within the last eight 
years that they have been put in order and the valuablet portions 
extracted and arranged for use;—the completion of this, indeed, only 
took place a few months ngo, 

97, I have as yet alliidetf only to the State records of the lale Go¬ 
vernment,—t* e. those acoonnis which were either framed under the 
immediate orders of the Peshwa, or were rendered to bini at stated 
periods; but these deenmenrs, though very valuable, arc ingufheientalone 
to test every description of alienation of revenue : there are the detailed 
accounts of management, which were in many eases not rendered to 
Government; there are the accountsof the hereditary officers; and, above 
all, there are the registries of land, all of which remained in the poftses- 
aion of the local authorities. Very few of these accounts were obtained 
at this cf^nquest of the country, although the enormous number which 
have been discovered! 'within the last eighteen months afford convincing 
proof of their existence, and of the care and pertinacity with which they 
have for so many years been concealed and withheld from Government— 
in a majority of cases by their paid servants,’the hereditary officers^. 
Some idea may be formed of the nature an;I value of these hitheTto 
■withheld accounts, when I state that the land registries are the |1 
documents by which a very large proportion of the alienations of public 
revenue can be tested. 

98, This is not the place to do more than allmle generally to this 
subject, especially as the detaiU have been already so fully laid before 
Government: it will, however, be, weli lo specify one of the most 
^^triking instances which has come to my knowledge of the extent lo 
which accounts of the late Government have been withheld, and of the 

* The 25t1i parRgnrftph Captain Cowper^s rfpnrt No. 13/^ of the ISth March illus- 
trttca in a rcmu^rkahlc manner the fipTat value of theae lately found accounts. 

f When ilf ia stated th^c no less than owr tio^and bundles of ueeful af?cdiinta have been. 
thus extracted, some idea ean be fornard of the amount of additional infonuatiou which is now 
for the first time available,*' ^ 

X The ^th pan^mph of the Inani Commissioner^a report to Government dateil Che Bth 
April IS62> No. adverted to this organised system at conceal meat, which has been sinco 
found to exist to an infinitely greater extent than waa then supposed possible. 

II Tlie dth pam^aph of the tnam ConnnisSioncr's report No. explained to GovernmODt 
liow fully tbia fact has been nndentoDd and cnlculat^d vpon by tl^e peraoue concealing tbeae 
accounts. 
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pfroctsof tlie syatcm, which, though attacked, i& as yet far from destroy* 
ed,^ The case refcfred to was reported m toy letter No. 433, of th^ 25ih 
October last, which J will quote at length 

‘*A perusal of the Engliah records of the Commiasiouer in the 
Deccan haa informed me of another case, which seents ao airikingly 
illustrative of the systematic concealment of accounts of the Peshwas' 
Government hitherto practised that I beg to submit it for your 
c4>nsidcraiioa. 

After our occupation of the country in it became a 

matter of the utmost importance to obtain correct information regard¬ 
ing *lho transit, custom, and other dnfics collected in the Deccan, 
and for this purpose inquiries were instituted in every direction, anti 
the fcollecfbr of the large district of Ahmednuggur was, with other 
functionaries, called upon hy the Commissioner to obtain and furnish 
all the informatjon he could procure regarding the Nuggur Collec* 
tor^te. 

*‘S. The Collector’s report did not afford the requisite information, 
and he was again addressed on the subject. A copy of his reply to this 
Rt^ond requisition is annexed ; it is dated the I3lh September 1830, 
and thus accounts for the incompleteness of his previous siatcments 

“ ‘ i beg leave further to add that the whole of the accounts 
corrnected with this subject were kept at Pcona underthe Murath,;^s, 
and ifiat in consequence of this fact there 19 not a single document 
from which the roughest guess eould be formed of the collections 
for any one year. If any statements are procurable, 1 ahoutd think 
It most probablg they would be so at Pobna, where Chinto Punt 
Deshmook, the great customs farmer, resides/ 

** 4. There can, I apprehend, be no doubt that endeavoura were 
made to procure accounts from thcsourco pointed oiA by Captain Pot* 

^ tingcr, and there can be as little doubt that previous to the receipt of 
his leticr just leferred to, the Commissioner must have made inquiries 
in the same quarter. In how far the etforts made were successful can 
be pretty accurately surmised from the fact of Captain Gordon having 
in March last obtained from the Deshmook's family four cart-loads 
of aeeouuts of the late Government, chiefly referilng to the cuatoms. 

“5. That the revenues of a large portion of This Preaid!bncy have 
suffered greatly from the concealment the ^counts of the late 
Government, tierelofore practised, is more than probable, but it seems 
to me certain that they will suffer to an incalculably greater extent 

* The IJth pusgrapli of Captain Ctmpcr'i: report Wo. SSJj eftte 20tb NoTtimber 
adTcrti lo the c?iistmg itfici’ency in the law, end the great want of some legal enactment 
providing efTectttallj for the suppr«aii<m of the and the reeavery cf the Peibwaa’ 

eccoiints of rcrenLC punageHiaut. • , • 


f 
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should these; documents not now be lecavered and applied to their 
legitimate itae. The Court of Directors and the Government have, 1 
believe, both concurred in the opinion that the deciBione of this Com- 
miBsion should be viewed as finals and it certainly aeema to me that 
they Bhould be bo, fiom considerations both of policy and juslJce^ [f 
I am correct la these view?, it Heems very desirable to point out to 
Government, not merely the great risk, but (It may, I think, be safely 
stated) the positive certainty, as matters at present stand, of a large 
portion of, the revenue being permanently alienated to persons pos* 
sessing no title whatever, and who, in many cases, have obtained 
possession by fraud, and have hitherto Bucceasfully evaded jnqwry 
by the same means,—f.e. the concealment of all accounts of the late 
Government. ^ 

**6r The above must be the Inevitable result of many of our deci¬ 
sions, unless Government see fit to invest us with power sutficient to 
ensure the production of all existing accounU of th^ laU Government. 

** P. S,“Siiice writing the above, I have learned that the aocounls of 
the customs received from the Deshmook's family at the introduction 
of the British rule amounted to about eleven bufidhsj which have been 
Up to this day preserved among the old records in the Duftur palace at 
Poona ^ the accounts referred to in the 4lh paragraph, as received from 
the said family by Captain Gordon in March last, amount,to about 
three hundred bundlesj’* 

99. The want of the aid of t2io hereditary J^uTtur Karkoons, which 
Mr. Warden also supposes to operate prejudicially, does not, I am happy 
to say, exist: one of the best of these Karkoofts (Gunesh Krishna Fend- 
say, commonly called Raojee Pendsay, about seventy years of age), whose 
father and grandfather spent their lives (from about a, n. 1730) in the 
DuftUTj ison the itrength of the Inam Commissioner's establishment, and 
has assisted me from the commencement; but I would here record an 
opinion which I lately took occasion to express on this subject. (See 
also paragraph 14 of this letter.) The following is an extract from my 
zeport No. 137, of the 19th March last, on a claim to a large pension in 
regard to which this very hereditary Karkoon afforded Information which, 
though accepted at the time {f. e. when the revised pension lists were 
framed) as correct, enw turns out to be otherwise :—^ 

“Raojee Pendsay is an old hereditary Duftur Katkoon, with a great 
knowledge of all mattfers connected with the revenue adminiatration of 
the last Peihwj, and possessed of a most wonderful memory. Under 
any circumstances, however, 1 should for obvious reasons receive 
his evidence in matters of this sort with extreme caution; for though 
some times of much value, it is peculiarly requisite that, as a general 
rule,4^it shauld be tested and supported by other and independent 
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lestlmony, and, especially, by the documentary proof afforded by the 

Stale records.” 

■ 

100, Under all the drcumstances which I have explained, it may, then, 

I think, be safe y asserted that the records of the late Government are now 
more complete, better understood, and more capable of being made gene¬ 
rally useful than they have been at any previous period of our rule. 

101- The third and last subject of importance referred to in Mr, 

‘ Wasden^s 2Slh paragraph is the supposed impossibility of now ascer* 
taming the tnodves which influenced Mr. Elphinstone in proposing the “ 
setllement he did to the Governor GcneraL Although this is a queetUm 
alTcad)^ partially discussed (see pamgraplm 44 and 45 of this letter), it 
seems to me to be one of such importance, and to be so intimately 
connected wifi^ the general subject of allenulions, that I would again 
briefly refer to it [--the correctnes-s of any opinion which I may have 
formed can be very easily tes^ted, as the grounds cm which I havo 
arrived at my conclusions arc patent to all, I have perused the dc* 
^patches of the Government of India and of Mr. >llphinstonC| and they 
appear to me to define in the clearest manner the general principles 
upon^which the settlement of the Docean wa^? made. Supplementary to 
these are Mr, Elphinstonc’s detailed lists, Ills transmittory despatch of 
the 25th October 1819, the Rules which accompanied that despatch, and 
the still .rnore detailed statements which were prepared and record, d 
here, under liU own orders and supervision. All these document.'f I 
have studied attentively,,and J am bound to say that J have, generally 
spoaklngi found them not only to afford the “record of rights’’ to 
which Mr, Warden alludes in paragraph 2S of his letter, but to ex* 
plain, as clearly as they do minuiely, the other considerations which 
influenced Mr. Elphinstone. The antiquity or greatness of a family j 
early adhesion to the British cause; the necessity of pr*viding employ¬ 
ment for certain classes; the importance attached to non-intcrferencc with 
grants of a purely religions nature ; the policy of preserving in respect¬ 
ability some great families ruined by^Bajee Hao, and of preventing the 
too rapid decay of others,—all these, and a variety of other reasons, 
Mr. Elphinstone has recorded to have exinted, and to have influenced 
his decisions in the particular cases to which he considered them 
applicable, and each of which Ae HaUd them £o bc^o. , 

103. In hia 30th paragraph Mr. Warden alludes to the two cases 
of the Poorundhuree and the Vinchoorkur, whicH Mr. Elphinstone 
fxmsidered should be made exceptions to the general Rul^ laid down. 
In the first of these cases (that of Foorundhuree)^Mr. Warden, I ima¬ 
gine, quotes from the “ remarks” made ia the ctfSe “ of Neelknnt fiao 
Abba Poorundhurec” (whose^name stands No. 5 in Mr. Elphinstone^s 
lists, in the Claas of $irdars( or great Chiofs)j aad which arenas fo^owa. 

[Ib j 
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head of the great bonse of Poorandhuree; came in to Sir John 
Malcolm *'—He re ditaty/' 

This seems to me a clearly recorded reasott} quite sufficient to explain 
the recommendation made; but the remarks in the case of the head of 
the other branch of the family, “Trimbukrao Myheepni Pooruadhuree*' 
(whose name stands in Mr. ElpKinstone^B UaU as No, 14 in the Class of 
Sirdars or great Chiefs), explain still more in detail the considerations 
which iodu-cEicc Mr. Elphiastone, and allude in the following terms^to a 
-promie given by Sir John Malcolm in Jotters the dates of which are 
speciBed 

‘^The whole of his persdhal lands to be restored ; Rs, 10,00(1 of fJiis 
sum was granted by Bajce Rao, bat is not to be msiiinedj in oonse- 
qnence of the promise of Sir John Malcolm, communicated in his 
letters of the 5lh June and 2Gth July 

But the bulk of the Surinjam of the family is shown by Mr, Elphin- 
stone^s lists to have been held seventy-eight ye^is or before a. d. 1751, and 
in the Bth paragraph of bis despatch of the 25th October 1819, the Gover¬ 
nor General was informed that “ all Jaghqera held by ancient and great 
families were recommended to be hereditary/' so that Sir John^ Mal¬ 
colm’s promise, apparently, affected only the smaller portion granted by 
Bajee Rao, the rest being recommended for hereditary continuance 
VTidcr the Rules. 

103, The other of the two eases is that of the Chief of Vinchoor, 
Vittul Nursing/' whoso name ^ands at the hbad of Mr, Elphinstono^s 

lists in the Class of Sirdars or great Chiefs/' and whose Surinjam was 
restored for reasons thus recorded by Mr. Elphinstone i— 

^^Tbe whole of his personal lands, according to the Duftur, to be 
restored. Thia is proper, in consequence of the respectability of the 
Chief, and of the promises of Sit John Malcolm communicated in his 
letters of the 5th and 26th July 1918/^ 

104, With regard to these twd cases, Mr, Warden observes in the 
30th paragraph of his lotter,—“That he (Mr. Elphinstone) acted advised¬ 
ly, and on sound considerations in each case, though we can no longer 
discover them, I have not the slightest doubt,”—-but I cannot conceive it 
at all pr^bablo thujL in these cases Mr, Eiphinstone can have loft any¬ 
thing to discover. The aqtiquity of the holdings and of the families ; 
the number of years during which they had held possession; the por¬ 
tions of the ^rinjams recently granted; the circumstances under which 
the Sirdars submitted ; and, lastly, the very letters promising the restora¬ 
tion of the SaTinjams;^aU this is recorded in the lists, and I certainly 
look upon it as information so complete to preclude the supposition 
that Jtfr, Elphiastcnc Was Indticnced by other considerations not 
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comni uni cate d ta the couRrming authority^ (Sec paragraph 4R of this 
letter.) 

1Q5. The following ig aa extract from the Slat paragrapli of 
Mr* Warden*.' letter :— 

T preanme no one will venture, at this time or at any other 
time, tp place his opinion in competition with that of Mr. Elphinstone, 
instead of making that information (i. e* information derived from the 
State records of the Pe$hwa"g Government) the groundg of diatuTbing 
claims which have already been Inquired into six times, to the harass^ 
log of the'claimants for no less than twenty years, I hope the Govern- 
*meHt and the Court of directors will forbid any one to question his 
decisions* in favour of individuala, when ratiRed by the early revisers 
of his lists, merely because we can no longer discover the motives 
which actuated him to restore grants/^ 

All that seems proper for me to do is to state,— 

—That I nnderstand the orders of Government (Chief Secre> 
tary's letters numbered 4175 and 5249, and dated respectively the 
24tb September and the lat October 1852) to be not that I should 
question Mr, Klphmslone's decisions, but that I should report cases 
coming to my knowledge in which the Rules laid down by the Honor* 
able ^Qpurt of Directors, as those upon which the revised SurinJ^m 
lists should be framed, have been incorrectly applied, owing an 
incomplete or ineorr^ot stalcjnent gf facts. 

2nd .—That even in eases of the above description, I am not to call 
upon any Snrlnjamd^r for any information without the previous 
sanction of Government, (Chief Secretary’s letter No* 409, dated the 
27lh January 1953.) 

—Thai the undermentioned reports, which have been already 
submitted, ppintiag out errors, some of them apparently of the gravest 
nature and seriougly affecting the general interests of the country, 
will enable Government'readily* to determine in how far the revised 
Surinjam lists, and the lists of pensions supplementary to them, have 
or have not been correctly framed 

mfhtSfclmC^raSon!] 1- Preliminary report No. 323, dated the 
mcmoraaduia tfo* 1080, >15th September last, on the SuiinjaiA of Kriah- 

dftted the 16 ih Septembtir t» lu ii + ir j 

1«62. !na Kao Neelkunt Moozum^pr, 

k> Gc^vernment f 2, Preliminary report No* 327, dated the 2lst 

iloDer'a' lette?” Surinjam of-MoreshWUT Dixit 

dated tbe 22nd I Munohui* 

* Mr* Warden has, however, pdlntad Out, id a note to tbe Btb paragmpli of hii lettfiJ*, that 
Moreahwut Dixii\ oaie wh not derided qp by Mr» Elphilktoiie jvt *1L ■ • 

i 
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f 3, Detailed repoit No* 103j dated the 98th 
'as*, "ft **'" Hindoosian portion of the 
BwniT^idated j Surinjam now held by Chimnajee VitluJ Poo- 

^rundhuree. 


the 5th April 185^* 


Ditto to 
No, 1329 
idem* 


»ditto«ith ditto r ’*!* *^**'‘:’* 

dated the l4th^ last^ on tho Snrinjatn of Trimbukjae Baja 


Ditto to ditto with ditto 
No. 1934, of the’ I4th idem. 


[Bhoalay. 

5. Ditto ditto No. 199, dated the I5tfi March 
last, on the claim to a pension of Viahnoo Huree 

i^Oke, 

6. cDltto ditto No. 139, dated the I7t!4 idott^ 

"" “ pension of the son of the late 

[Yeshwiint Rao Babur. 

Ditto to ditto with dittof 7. Ditto diuo No. 137, dated the 19lh idem,. 

No. 1^30, of the Hth idem. tlaim to 0. penskn of Madbow Rao Powar* 

4/A.—That my report oti the case of MoreshwuT Dixit's Palanquin 
allowance, No. 327, dated the 21 st September 1859, referred to fay 
Mr. Warden, was not intended (paragraphs 139 to 134 of this letter 
fully explain this) in any way to place opinions in competition^ilh 
or in opposition to those of Mr. Elphinstorie, but merely to point out 
that the Honorable Court of Directors had, on grounds which (t. e. a 
Sunud declaring tiio grant “ perpetual,” or to be continued always— 
hereditary tenure), as recorded, did not, apparently, exist, 
recognised an hereditary title Wtherc Mr. El phi ns tone /mi/ nf?t so. 
ijth. —That in the case reported on in Captain Cowper'a report No. 


114, of the 7th March 1853, and in others which have yet to be brought 
to notice, it is riot Mr. EIphinstone’s decisions, but alteratufus of 
Mr. EtphinHonds record, which arc questioned, and that in these cases, 
Mr. ElphiufiloMc's lists afford correct information regarding the history 
of the grant, but the r^msed rfd not^ 

6M,—That in Moreshwur DixU*s case Mr. Elphinstonc never passed 
ariy opinion at all. 


106. In his S2ud paragraph Mr. Warden thus refers to certain of the 
Siirinjaims:— 

** And if Captain Cowper would address himself to the task of 
discove^-ing the political considerations ’which prompted Mr. Elphin- 
stonc in his mo^e of de&ling with these twenty cases, and thereon 
propose a return to tRe original liberal decisions,*^ he will do good 
service to the p^iblic.” 


* I wauld obaerve thut al! Mr. Elphiaatonc^K deeiuoiia Id CDiifirmbiion, which 

they aU received to iie tame i. e. coptmuHicefDr ItfD. Thii ii especially odverted to by 

the Hamiiable Court m the I4th psragrapli of their dcsjwtch No. 9. of the 7tb Febniaiy 1338, 
and ia thf 2iid pir^gisph of a ^aUiequent deapntcli, Nov 1 7* of tb« 9Stb October 1849. 
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Parsing over the improbability of my discovering at this late date 
polhtcal considerations which inftaeaced Mr. Elphinatonc, and Twhich 
Mr. Warden^s own ability and experience have not enabled him to 
discover, and fassing over, also, the apparent impossibility of my attempt¬ 
ing even to do so, without entangling myself in the very inquiry into 
Mr. Elphinstone’H motives which Mr. Warden so greatly deprecates 
(paragraphs 28, 30, and 31),—^passirtg over all this, it seems only neces¬ 
sary to explain in how far the course recommended by Mr. Warden, as 
one by adopting which I should do good service to the public, difTers 
entirely in principle from the course which, as at present instructed, I 
underhand it to be the desire of Governmwit I should follow. 

107, In the first place, the interests of “ the public" I understand to 
be ihos*e of the country at large, and of the mass of its people, of whom 
the Surinjamdars form every inaignihcaQt numerical fraction. Govern¬ 
ment I apprehend to be the parannoutit authority in whose hands the 
irftcresta of all classes are placed. And the object of Government I have 
always conceived to be to ascertain, through its ofheert, the particular 
claims of each class, with a view to the equitable consideration of all. 

lIjS, Such being the view I lake of this subject, it follows that good 
service to “the public®’ is not in my opinion necessarily synonymous 
with good service to the Surinjamdars, and that it may, indeed, so hap-, 
pen that the two interests are directly adverse the one to the other. 

I09r Next, as regards my own especial duty,—am, I to consider it a 
part of that duty to endeavour to substantiate claims to alienatiotis in 
perpetuity of the public revenue, or am I to confine myself to a strictly 
impartial trial of alj sucl! claims brought forward, extending to claim¬ 
ants the benefit of double, and noticing all points or evidence in their 
favour which, though unknown to, or undiscovered by themselves, may 
incidentally come to my own knowledge ? « 

110. There are a few words of explanation I wish to offer in regard 
to Inamr case^, in which it is not a report which I have to submit for the 
consideration and orders of Govefnment, but decinon which I am 
callcfl upon to pass, subject to eventual appeal to them. Here (t, e. in 
Tnam cases), should doubt arise, and that doubt be of a nature not 
properly referable for the interpretation of Government (Act XI. of 
1852 provides that in certain cases Government be thus jfeferred to 
previous to decision), I should, as a generq.1 rule, decide on the doubt¬ 
ful point ag&insl the claimant, leaving it to the Inam Com miss I oner 
and to the Government to reverse my deciBion in appeal^ and enabling 
them to do so, if requisite, by recording the doubtful point most fully in 
all its bearings. Such a course seems to me necessary, because J deem 
it of very great importance tjiat Government should not be obliged to re¬ 
verse the deeiaions of it sown officers, when passed in favoqr of cl|iimanls. 
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lll» There may h& some who, as supposed Mr. Warden (para¬ 
graph 33), think that Mr Elphinstone worked in the dark'^; but this 
clasi of thinkers must be small, and the only method by which Iheir 
opinions could for a moment gain even partial credence would he that 
of noticing, and thereby giving them a publicity otherwise unobtainable^ 
But I would not be understood to shut my eyes to the fact that thirty- 
seven years' experience must have unfolded much which it would not 
be correct to say “escaped"' Mr. Elphinstone, but w'bicb, humanly 
speaking, it was not possible for him at that time, and on the first occu¬ 
pation of a large and newly conquered country, to become aeqaainted 
with. While, on the one h^nd, I apprehended that on all questions of 
local knowledge, and of acquaintance with the men and history of the 
period in w’hich he played so conspicuous and honorable a part, hi a 
opinions must remain as the safest guide and land-mark for those who 
have succeeded him; on the other, 1 cannot but think that the changes 
and i m prove me nta of a third of a century, of which Mr* EJphinstone 
laid the foundation, and for which his owd administrative talents paved 
the way, may, and probably have, progressed tnuch more rapidly than 
even he aniicipated when recording suggestious for the guidance of a 
succeeding generation* 

112* I avail myself of this opportunity to assure the Government that 
the principles to which Mr. Warden in his 34tb paragraph attaches great 
importance are those upon which I have always* acted, and those which 
each day's experience teaches me ^0 consider th^ only safe ones; believ¬ 
ing Mr. Warden's opinion to apply more or less to olbcial work of 
every description, I have found it especiaily^applicable to the duties of 
the Inam Commisalop, which demand an acquaintance with the records 
of past years and with previous proceedings, only to be acquired from 
various quarters^ and involving constant and laborious search but too 
frequently unsuccessful* It seems a curious coincidence that inquiries 
of this very nature should have so lately placed me in possession of Mr. 
Klphinstone's recorded orders on the subject of Inams (adverted to in 
the 33rd and 34th paragraphs of Mr* Warden's letter) which 1 brought 
to your notice in my letter No* 81, of the 15th February last, and which 
are drawn up with the clearness and minuteneas characteristic of his 
official writtoga. This does not aeem the place to discusa the nature of 
these ortfers ; ii appears sufficient to state that they distinctly define the 
principle^ upon whief) Mr* Elphlnstone's settlement was mode, and 
which he laid down for the guidance of hla subordinates* 

113, I have 'now, 1 believe, pointed out how the principles upon 

i 

• I would loHcit refereuce to my report. No* 651, of thg 23Bd December tut, on the mib- 
jeei of the Chouth Jitghecrdan, as eAbtdiu^ odc lattencre in which I have done and in 
irhitih T^juable iyformiitioD wh thiu cbtuned* 
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Vfhich 1 am conducting my inquirica diffcT from ihose recorded hy 
Mr. Warden, and I liaTC endeavoured to do this in a form which will 
enable Government readily to perceive the points of difference, and to 
issue any addi'ional instracUons which may appear requisite ; it remoins 
only to afford as succinctly as possible the history of Moreshwur Dixit’s 
Palanquin 8urinjiaiti allowance^ and I shall then, I believci have complied 
fully with the instructioas received in your letter under reply* 

1J4. In Suba Seetain (a* n* 1760^67) an allowance for a Palan¬ 
quin, of Ea, 1,000 per anuiim, was granted by the fourth Fesbwa, 
JMadhow Eao Bullal, to Veresliwur Dixit, the Government manager 
(l^mavisdar) of the Purgutia of Cbalcesga^^m, inXhaodeish, and be was 
authorised by the Sunud to deduct the amount regularly (Nehemee, 
fro m the revenues of the Porgunai the form of address used in 
this and in the two Sunuds hereinafter mentioned (paragraphs 116 and 
118 of this letter) is that adopted in addresaing a ‘^Uruhasth” or gentle¬ 
man. {See paragraph 70 of this letter.) 

1\C. Forthcoming accounts of the late Government show the above 
grant to have been carried into effect, and the yearly allowance to have 
been drawn and charged until Khnmus Subain (a, n. 1774-75), in the 
name of the original grantee, Vereshwur Dixit; the amount is shown to 
have been paid in some years in cash, and in others partly in cash and 
partly by assignments of land. 

110^ Veresliwur Dixit died about KhumusSabain (a. n. 1774*75), 
in that year aBunud was issued by the Peshwa, Madhow Rao Narayen, 
continuing the allowance to Vcrcshwur’s son, Yedneshwur, and direct¬ 
ing its payment regularly*(Nchemee, 

117, The fortlicG*ming accounts show the grant to have coulinuod in 
force from a. u. 1774-75 to 1808-09, but they also show the continuance 
tohavebeenlatlcrly a merewomncE^owc, as from a. n. 1803-04 to 1807-03 
Yedneshwnr Dixit Js shown to have received noihmg' at all^ the villages 
on which the assignment was made being deserted, and the whole dis¬ 
trict in scarcely a better condition, ^ In a. n. 1808-09 the same state of 
things seems to have existed, though it is not expressly stated to have 
done so. 

118, In or about Teesa Myatain <a, d. 1608-09) Yedneshwur Dixit 
died, and the allowance was continued to his son, Moreshwur (the pre¬ 
sent incumbent), by the last Peshwa, Bajee Rao, whose Sunud directs 
the payments to be made as heretofore (Feshjee praman4, 

119, In A, D. 1809-10 the two villages from which a|)ortioit of the 
allowance was paid were deeeited. Moreshwur Dixit, however, got 
something in this year as a cash payment, but very little,—only Ea, 35, 
Id a, o, 1810-11 he got the same amount,—-Hs. 25, 

120i There are no accounts of management of a later date foiih* 
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ciomingj but lUe records cooiain an estimate of the revenueB of Kliati' 
deish for 1815-16, in which the original allowance of Rs, 1,00Q i* 
charged in Moreshwur Dixit’s name, partial]]^ (Rs* 341-4-0) as a 
cash payment, and partially (Rs. 658-13-0) as the amount of the Ja- 
gheer and Surdeshmookec Umuls of the villages of Pimpree Khoord 
and 8heruegaum» There are, therefore, no accounts fortbcomiDg to show 
what the actual receipts were from a* d» 1810-11 to 1817-16, but it is 
not probable that they could have greatly iucTeased, as Khandeish, when 
it became a British province, had Hcarcely, if at all, recovered from tha 
combined effects of Holkar’s invasion in 1802-03 and of the famino 
which fallowed. r 

^ j- 

121. This8urlnjam was included in Mr* Elphinstone’s lists, underlhe 
bead of “Kilta" or mlBcellaneonSj No. 10, but it turns out (^e paragraphs 
2B to 32 of this letter) to be one of many regarding which Mr. Blphin- 
stone submitted no recommendation f it was entered in hia lists merely 
as “to be continued.” 

122. In the detailed statement (see paragraph 136 of this letter^ of 
Jagheers prepared by Mr. Elphinstoue’s Secretary, Mr. McDonnell, this 
Surinjam is not to be found ai alL 

123. In the lists prepared iu a, ». 1S34 (see paragraphs 51 to 53 of 
this letter) this Surinjam was entered in the class of holdings described 
as " granted between the conclusion of the Treaty of BasBein and tha 
accession of the British Government into the Deccan ; to be resumed oa 
the death of the present incumbent.” The above entry was, however, 
clearly made by mistake^ as in the body of the lists the date of original 
grant was shown to be “ a, r. 1766.” 

124. In A. D. 1841 Mr. Mills, the Agent for Sirdars, submitted lists 
(see paragraphs 54 and 55 of this letter) in which Moreshwur Dixifs 
Surinjam was entered as one of those recommended to be resumed at 
tha death of the then holders. 

125. In Mr., Warden’s lists (see paragraphs 55 to 57 of this letler) 
of A. n. 1844 this Surinjam was ei|tered (No. 21 of Class II.) as one 
entitled, under the Rules laid down by the Honorable Court, “to be 
continued to the second, and the prescribed pension granted to the. 
third generation”; and it was further made (No. 3 of Class Vll.) a 
special case and recommended for hereditary continuance, the reasons 
assigned being,—“ This grant is entered here because the Sunud on 
which It is held declares it to be perpetual.” 

126. The view Govc'tnment took of the above entry was recorded 

in a minute of SiruG. Arthur’s, dated the 21st April 1S46 (paragraph 4 
of precis of the past proceedings of Government, which accompauled 
the Chief Secretary’s letter to Mr. Warden, No. 4401, of the 9lh Octo¬ 
ber 1852), to have been,— ' 
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« Mor Diiit Munohut bolds ft Sorinjatn of ihe annual value of 
Ri. 49l*IS*6, iwhich Mr. Elphiuotone racommaaded should be con- 
aid erod ft Hfe-gfftnt; this Srtriajam ia stated to have been conferred in 
the year I7f6. Mr. Warden states that in the Snnud under v^hith 
this SuHpjfttn is hftidi this grant kdeolftTed to be perpetual; the ordera 
of the Hoflonble the Court of Directors should, there foie, be solicited 
whethcTi fts now proposed by Mr. Warden^ this Barinjam ia to be 
• considered an hereditary grant." 

127. A revision of Mr. Warden’s lists having been ordered (Chief 
Secretary's letter Pfo. 1896 dated the 9th M&y 1646), the Agent, Mr- 
Br<wa,»snbinjtted revised lists in a. n. 1847fin which MoreshwurDiMfs 
Baiinjam was entered No. 16 of Class ILj aa entitled, under the Rules 
laid do^n by the FTonorable Court,-— 

To be continued to the aecond, and the prescribed pebsioo granted 
to the third generation." 

The cylnuiD of “Remarks" contained the following statement 

" The date of original grant, Suba Beetain (a. n. 1766), is taken 
from a Bunud in poaaession of the Burinjamdar, and which is, more¬ 
over, registered in the Peshwas’ Duftur ; it apecifies that this grant 
should be considered hereditary." 

In the t5th column of the above entry (No. 16 of Class IL) . 
Rlphin^tone’s reasons fat making the grant are entered as—'*To be ccri- 
tinued for life." 

126. The Surinjam was further inefuded (No. 3 of Clasa VII.) in the 
list of cases deemed f^pecifil by Mr. Brown, for reaBona thus recorded 
in the 15th paragruplf of his transmittory letter, No. 176 dated the 26tli 
October 1847;— 

“ With reference Jo No. 21 in Mr. Wardflu^s reyiaed list above 
alluded to, and which is recorded in Ciaea II. under No. 16, and in 
list 7 under No. 3, of my revised lists, Moreshwur Dixit Munobur'a 
claim for hia Burinjftm being madft perpetual rests on a Bunud dated 
1778, which be poaaeasea, in which it is shown that this Bnriniftm 
should be hereditary; it, therefore^ rests with the Honorable Court to 
give effect or not to the purport of this Sunud." 

129. Goverument having called for further infoynation inyegard to 
the grants recommended to be made epeciai (paragraph 6 of Chief Be* 
cretary^a letter No. 1447 dated the 7th April ^649)*, it waa avoided in 
a ^Mabular statement" forwarded with the Agent^s letter No. 1ST of 
the S3nd August 1843, the followit^g CEtract from'which refers to 
Moreshwur Diltit'a case r— 

The mother of the a;^ceator of this incumbent was a sister of 
the mother of Ballajee Bajce Rao, and the wording o{ this ^unud 

16 a 
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«xpre8sly mentloDa tli&ttlii* SariajBia aboald alweiyt (iN^) be eon* 
tiij[ued on hereditary tenqte, wbleh giiK» weight to the claim of thie 
individual that hia Jagbeer thonld be continued hereditarily " 

Th [a tabular statement also ahowed Mt. Elphinstoue’s reasona for 
making the grant to have been—-** be continued for lifo*^ 

130. The grounds on vhich Govetumenl Tecommended Moreshwur 

Xlixifs Surinjam for hereditary continuance were explained in the 
following teTinSf in a M.mute of Sir George Clcrk^a^ written on the ?2nd 
March ld4S.hcfore the receipt of the above tabular etatetneut^ which} 
however^ made the wording of the Sunnd stronger than before (aee 
paragraph 89 of this letter) ^ t- 

** Mr. Brown has bronght to notice that although Mr. Klphinstone 
recommended that the SuriDjatn of Mor Dixit (No. 15 of Class II.) 
should be continued to that individual as a life-grant «n1y, this indi- 
vidnal haa produced a Sunud^ which is registered in the Poona 
Duftuf} in which it la specified this grant should be considered here¬ 
ditary. This Surinjamis a grant of the year 1705, and does not, there¬ 
fore} come wUhin the general Rules laid down by the Honorable 
Court as conferring an hereditary liile: the fact, however, of this^rant 
(which is of the annual value of Ka. 491*5-6) having been assigned 
to the ancestor of the present incumbent on hereditary tenure is, 1 
consider, with reference to the intentions of the Cpurt alluded to in 
the preceding paragraph, a sufficient reason for this Government to 
recommend that the provislorh? of the Sunad granted to this family 
should be upheld." 

131. The foregoing paragraphs con tain }Verha/sut, the reasons snb- 
jnitted to the Honorable Court, who concurred in them and the recoin* 
mendatiou grounded on them, in the following terms :— 

“In this dbse the Sunud is of the date of 1766, but is stated to 
contain (what is rare in such case^) distinct words of inheritance ; 
this Suriajarn, therefore, shoold be hereditary.’^ 

132. Such were the circumstances under which, on the 2l8t Sep¬ 

tember last, 1 reported on Moreshwur Dixii^s Snriojam. In 1344 Mr* 
"Warden had reported (see paragraph 125 of this letter) the to 

declare it to be “perpetual”; in 1847 Mr. Brown had staled (see para¬ 
graphs 127 an4 128 of this letter) the SuriTtd to spEcify that “ the grant 
should be conaidejed hereditary^^; and had further explained (see para¬ 
graph 1^9 of this lettel) the precise wording of the^ SiMitfd to be that 
the Surinjam i* should always be conlim#ed on hereditary 

tenure^*; Government had, on tbi above.reports, resolved (see paragraph 
130 of this letter) that the grant, although made as late as 1766, should 
nevertheiess be considered an hercdiiary one, becauscj as it was held 
imdel' a declaring it lobe so, “the provisions of the Sunud 
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ftod laadyi^the Hooorabli Court 
had eauctioned pmgrtaph 191^ of thi« lettar) the beredhary ^onti^ 
mufinoe of the cm the saU gremdsotih^ **difttiDct worde of in>' 

heritanoe"^ Mid to 1>e eontaiiied in the Sttnitlif and bad even then added 
the ob«efVatlo^ that ancb words were rare. Bat when T referred to the 
Siurnd I found that it contained merely the word (Nehemee)^ 

which had been translated as ^^aiways'^ (see paragraph 129 of thU letter)^ 

* wbf reaSf tbs Government and the Court bad he^ informed that it con¬ 
tained words signifying “always on hereditary tenute.’^ , 

K 133. 1 thought then^ oa I think now, that Government must have been 
completely misinformed, and I leported aQoordingly (No. 327 dated the 
2lBt September That “Nchcmee” ought not to have been con- 

strned^s “ perpelualj” or &a “always on hereditary tenure,*^ is I think 
undoubted, for reasdhs which I have explained at length in paragraphs 
79 to 82 o-f this letter ; in the last interpretation aiforded to Government, 
the Murathce word was introduced in the original character, and trans* 
laied*Be “ always,” and so far there was nothing to object to ; but other 
BngUeh words, (“on hereditary tenure/^) for which there were no corro- 
eponding words whatever in the Murathee original, were added, and 
these were the wordt described by the Honorable Court as “ distinct 
words of inheritaneej^ 

134. My report ott Moreshwur Bixit^s Snrinjam was referred by 
Government to Mr, Warden, who has explained (see paragraph 6^ of 
this ieUer) his reasons (or thinking t^at the case should be made a spe- 
cihl one, and that the Surinjam Bhouid be declared hereditary. My 

f. opinion on most of these points differs (paragraphs 70 to 3? of this letter 
are explanatory of *this) from that of Mr. Warden, and most of them 
have never previously been brought forward nor discussed. I have 
already fully adverted to this in previous portions pf this letter (see 
paragraph 63), ond it only seems necessary to add that they do not, ap^ 
parently, aB'ect my original report oa this case. Kven supposing that 
Mr. Elphinstone had not left it an open one, his recommendation could 
■not have affected the raaeoning by which alone the Honorable Conrt of 
Directors were induced to declare the Surlnjam hereditary, for the rea¬ 
soning to which I refer had not the slightest connection (either sup¬ 
posed or stated) with any act or recommendation of Mr. Elpt^nstone,^ 
“The wording of the Sunud eiprceely mentions thrtt this Burinjam 
should always be continued on herediiafy • 

This was the reason in g which I questioned in my first report; the 
only material point at issue, and brought forward by*me, was whether 
such a Sunud existed or not, and this material^ point does not seem to 
me at all affeeted by the information now afforded by Mr. Warden. 

135. Mr. Warden has pointed oat an enox into which 1, fell) in 
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believing Mr. ElpMnatone to ham diapoaed of Morcihwar DUit’s caae^; 
and ^Government, I may ob^rve, appear U> have enpposed (ee* para¬ 
graphs 126 and 130 of this latte?), as I did, that Mr. Elphinstone bad 
recommended that the Burittjam should be eontinned for life. It seems, 
however, fortanate that the subject has now been discussed, for the dis¬ 
covery (see paragraph 31 of this letter) that not ooe-half of the caees 
which Mr. Etphiustone’s Hsts contain were, from various causes, 
poaed of or inquired into by him, must, I apprehend, have an impoElant 
bearing on all future, even should it not affect past proceedings. 

136. Mr. Warden does not agree * in thinking that this Falanqum 
allowance should have beencdesignated a Nemnook rather lhaq a Sir* 
rinjam: that it should be called a Surinjam, although the Feshwa's 
Sunud refers to it as a Nemuook, may be readily coDoeded Vithout 
adecliug the real question atiseue, and, entertaining this belief, it would 
remain merely to acknowledge the correction ; but Mr. Warden has also 
expressed an opinion in paragraph 26 of his letter, that because the 
Palanquin allowance was considered a Surinjam by Mr. Elphinstoae 
and granted by him on the Surlnjamec tenure, without violation of the 
public faith, it cannot now be called anything else.*' In this opinion 1 
am not able to concur,—in this particalar case, because Mr. Elphinstone 
did not inquire into it at all, and, generally, because I am under the 
impression (see note to paragraph 106 of this letter) that the public faith 
stands pledged in regard to Mr. El phi n atone* s lists only to the extent 
of cotttmuJDg f{>r lifb the holdings therein ctBtered. I much doubt 
whether Mr. Elpbiustona ever intended that this allowance should 
inserted in his lists at all, and I think it mo^t probable that it found a. 
place there owing to the burry {see paragraph 32 of this letter) in which 
the lists were completed : its non-entry (see paragraph 122 of this letter) 
in'Mr. McDonueire statement is remarkable, and the more so as Mr. 
Elphinstoue distinctly informed the Governor General in paragraph 5 
of his despatch dated the 25th October 1S1&, that the whole investigation 
had been “ committed to Mr. McDonnell, who proceeded to compare the 
etatements of the Jagheetdars with those drawn up in the Dnftur, check¬ 
ing both by the accounts received from the CoUectoTs.** The only con- 
elusion at which I can arrive U that this allowance must have been pur¬ 
posely excluded frjm Mr. McDonnell’s statement, and inadvertently 
entered In Mr. £]phinstDne|e lists. 

*I have the honour to be, &c. 

(Signed) T. A. Cowper, Captain, 

Assistant Inam Commissioner. 

■ 

* !□ the Stb pBri£n|ib of Cnptiia Cowper’s report ITfo. 327 of the Slit September 
it MU (teted that the iHowwacc ihoWD in the listi Si^jua ia distiiuidj entered u a 
* Nemoosk' in the 9iumd.” ' " 
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DlteQ(flb« «f theSumwE 

K Docanuot nbcnd to* 


Anbtv* 


Ehumuin 



I?4&-50 


gth 2]kAd, Eeb^-I 1760-61 
cUf SeeU^^ 


16th Shabui, Suhaj 
Seetoin* 


4th Shuw&L, Eehe-{ 
d»7 Subvn* * 


im^67 


1770-71 


26th JShatHui, S««d 1776-76 
9ub«m* 


SubtUnof of ttv Busudt v leigUlend or quofted la tlia 
Stoto Beoondis ^ ». 


Bringing tn tha account of the Garemment the sum 
of fifteen bundred rupeea, being the amount of a 
rdief (Nuiur) levied from Kmjeh Huneed Khan 
on unctianizig the contitiBance to him of the vil- 
Ugc of TooAabad, in the province of ^ Bedur, 
vrhich h j4 been held in loam bj hii fftiher, Toork 
Tu Ebon* 

SunetioiuBg the ctmtinnance, on the parent of a 
irelief (Nwur) of five ihouiaBd rupeec, of two 
Idhm vilUgsi in territory recently conquered from 
the NiaiuE^ and then held by the family of Syud 
Luebkur Khan*^ t 

Sanctioning, on the payment of a relief (Nueur) of 
one thouuad rupeeii, the continuuice of a ahare 
of the Teve^ite of the Tillage of Kimnoiri Turuf 
Satton, whim hod been held in Inam by Appajee 
Junardhim, and of Ihia SuriniTam holdtngH aleo, 
to Ifii brother Bolkriidma Jonndhun* 

SoncHoningi On payment of a relief (Nueiit), the 
tmionulof which Tw to be ofterwpGdB fixed, the con' 
tinoonoeto Morar Bao Jadhow Bhooinjkur of one- 
thkd of the Tnean village of Bhooinji Front WoMi 

' and of the Snrinjim aleo, whidi had been hdd 
by hii deceofled father, Kundeh Boo Jadhov* 

SanetianiDl^ bn payment of a relief (^niur) of five 
Ulcho and one rupeea, tbe continuance to Haghuu- 
putrao^ Baja Bohodoor of the Inamo^and Surin- 
jotna h^d by Mi deceoied fttber Nuo, Shuakux 
Bi^ Bidutdoor, - 





Nnmbiir. 





-6 'RobftMol-^ 1776-77 r^uiustiosid^ <m pmjmeatcf iTeliief (Noxur) cf four' 

^rnlf Sob* Subuiii tkomuid vid oi*6 rnpect, the ooatiniLiiiMn to 

^ H/bntnkO AitowUj of a eluira of the rerciiuei 

(Urnnl) of the lillage of fiheeraophul, m the Soopa 
ISirgima, and of Oozayhatee, in the Baramuttee 
'Enijat, ^hieh had been held ia luam bj lua do* 

' onaed fatherTScKubaniao Athowlaj^ and alao Offhia 

Ut« father^s Sunoiam. 

^ » 

7 14th Teeia 177S-97 Sacictioiijug the ootiltSna&noe to Madhow Bao Fettay 

Bubain* . ^ ^ Surinjaml And the loame which bad beeiL 

held by hia late fathoTi the Inami connitio^ of 
, the rillagii of Chinduiara, Praut Wae«t and 

Bhamoora, Prant Poona^ and of laud in the Tib- 
1^ of Koeel, Prant Joonere, 

0^4 Gtb Bujubj Teeea 177^79. Ordiering the reBumptlon of the Inami and large 
Qubaiu. Surii^Bia then held by Baghooputiu Natayen 

Eaja Eahadoor, and traniferRng them to Tiim- 
bnk Ban Nmyen Baja Bahadoor (the br^nher 
of lUgboopntrao)^ on payment of a VeEeJ (Na- 
« anr) o^ten la lth # and one Tupeea* 

9 t29th Bumzant Tee- 1779-79 Sanctioning the cmotinuance to Xeewan Bao Pandit 
la Subain. • " Boomnntof the Surinjanii and of half the Inaui 

villaga of lUiwaiTj in the Siutar dutriet^ which 
had been held by hii father^ tf^heepat Ran Pundit 
Soomunt, deeeaaed. , 

10 3rd Shuwal, Teeea 1773-79 Conldnaing to Hnree ,Fundit Veidhantee the Inatn 
Subain* land in three villagea of Pargmta Indapoor, pro* 

Tioorfy held by hia father, G<mad Ftmdit, who 
had prooeeded to Betmeji* 

J1 29th IUibee-<wl-A- 1778-7B Coutinuing, on payment of a rebef (Nuxnr) of twenty 
wi^ Teeaa Sn- thouiand and one rupee*, to Ahdool Gaseekbani 

baia» fifafnam nllagea in Pgygmia whach had 

- , - beau held by;Ute'iiadbr, Hakeem Mahomed 

. Aleekhin* 


12 6th Jummad-ool- 1779-80 
Awnl, finmaneea. ^ 


Beciting the death, withont^ male iaaue, of Bapoojee 
' I^ttxbnoKk PoDiundhujee, and the ooutoqueot n- 
. aiimptiim of two loam Tillagea which had been 
' onghfally granted to bif £*therf and which the 





■r4CbarJ>o«uiiHnft idUuiaJ t(X 


Anble* 



•'■* ■! ^ f m ’ll‘■J m I ^ ^ t 

B«Mpu« of th» fivHDd} M ngMnd cr ^votod in thi 
St4te Booordib 


mftneML. 


U lhh Sul 

‘ filimiiKeii,. 


Aiib«c-ooUA- 

wul« Avbfi9iunA- 
noeit. 


, . j V r' : CtoTiinnneiit tiow 4jIow to he held by My^oeput- 

. r , v-1 , , iw Lnaimcav tb* yotmger Ijiothcr of tlie dficewd 

,. . , ’ ^ , B^poojee liUiiniciin, ^ 

13 21it EabeoKHl-^Ak^ 1781*&2 Continuity to Megtisliain Eao Inun TiHUgo «nd 
, . .jbii^'Euimay laodB^ uid tlie Surinjiin whicli l^l^n bold by 

^ ^ ivu dfoewed &ther* Nago Bio Megiubfim* ^ 

M 2^b ZHhejt Sulai ]782'-S3 Condaiiiiy to VireiihwiiT Bhut Knrrey three Inain 
filimKKea,. ^ Tilbigin (Madari Kung^lii, siid Bbadiu), ■nd'ltiun 

land in the Tillage of Oorsah* which hod been 
, ^ held by his deceased brotherp and before hia death 

4 , attached,by ^skmrqincnt, 

IStti Anb«c-ooUA- 1783,94 Contiotdngi on the payraent of a relief (Nuant) of 
wul^ ArbaButia- eighteen thouaand and one rup^a, to Balwunt 

Bao Auddain Baudayj the Inama (two Tillagea) 
and Siuinjam which had been held by h^ late 
, faU^fj Amroot Ran Auddum Banday. 

18 i25lh ' Bdjiibj,' Ehu- ContanuiDgp on the pAyment of a relief (Tfiuur) of 

r'miu SiBiiaiLeeii* ' twenty thonHud and odc rapeeti^ to Narayen Bao 

,,, Dhonudheraj, the Ina^gaei (one TiUagOp and ^area 

of KTonue in three others) and Saru^atn which 
had been held by hia laM £&theT« Triirthuk Rao 
^ Dbiundherayp '' 

17 SthHumaan, Tecaa lygg-gig Cohtiiltdng to Anondrao Mnlhar the Iname 

I Samaneen, (sham in the wTenue of two ^illagea) and the 

Surinjam held % hi# late fkthec, Mulhar Kao 

r u 

18 9t]i Jmsaud^obA- 1789-90 Sandtioniiig the eontiauance of Inam land in the 

will, Teesain. Tillage of KooahCurpuDp which had been held by 

Venlcua Bhnt bin Et^eahwar Bhut, deceaaedj to 
hia nephew and ioiu*in-lafr» 

w 

& I 

19 j20th Bam^aop Tee- )7Bg-g0 Deciding on a padtiaii firom certaiu retatiTes and 

pcmnexioni of the Inamdara of the Tillage of Ka- 
^ * run gnUpp m the Moolwu Ptirgnna, and ordeiing ■ 

the continuance Of the village to the lineal male * 
^ dHoendanti of the criginal granteep and to them 

, alone, and directing the payment of thirty thouaand 
npeefl ai relief (Kuanr) on the oocasioD. 


Tceeain. 




1789-90 






Bf 



(Sigmeil) T, A. CowFSR^ Captaiiti^ 

* Aa«i«tant Iitftm Comimtiioner. 





f" “ -j p 

SU^temmt C (to aktompanif Captain T. A>. Inaftt 

Commissioner'i Letter JV"c. 163, of the 2nd May of Inams con- 

tinuEd to adopted Sons, und&r the authority of the Peshvas^ Qoven* 
ment^ ty Bttnvdi which dre registered or quoted in forthcoming 
State MLecordSf DiarieSj Lexers, 



&uWtwHM ef tbA Baisftid, «• T««l«t«ral or quoted In tho 
' ' Btifte KecOidL c ' 


1 J lih ^ Jummad-oal' 177^-79 Snactioniiig iliie oautmuance of the Inam TiUage of 

Awid, Teeu Sq^ ^ Djii ui ree, ^ Prutt Poon^ to Miilladeo ' the 

* adopted »d of Tock&jee SotuttoaEniiiae^ and.Qrder- 

ing the pAyment of a relief (Noimr) of one thcni- 
latid Ttiped.' 

2 sbthRumxai^ Tetsa 177S-79 Aothodnn^ the oontuiuftuoe^ on the paymen1r<of o 

Sttbiin. relief (Nmur) of bit thouuuul rnpeee^ of four 

TilUgefl which had been held in Ituun by Sjud 
' Kootubdecn Khan wuhid Sjnd Koordee M^o- 

i" ni4d KbuL Bahadooi and resumed on )aa death 

without mate iasuej ^o hi* adopted Boa InEBmooi- 
deen AJi» 


3 9th Itiibee-Ml-A*[ 1779-79 
wul, Tee« Su- 
bain. 


[Sanotioii^g the watmuanef of Inam land in the 
vU^ge of ^*4% in the Aaseer Porguna, to Eaiieee 
Dot^ the adt^ted eon of Myhethwar bin Hamcah- 
ynst JaUMf ' 


4116th ftnfhr^ EmiJ 1791-32 Reciting the pwTioua revomption of the yQlege of 


jaj Somaneen. 


£l2hd SufuTj Arbal 1783-S4 
I Bumnneeu* c I 


ha Sttmineeb , J ^ 783-84 


tTmbcv Rhoord, in the Puigana of Nafiaiek* in 
coi^peqdeiice of the death, without miile isauc, of 
the Inamdar Ramchunder Bhut Khairkur^ and 
the adoption of a Bon by hi* widow not baling 
reoeiTed ibe eanction of Ooremment, and now 
according auch sanc^on on the applicatioii of the 
adopted fon himeelf (Mofo Bhut), and allowing 

V him to hold the rDligB* 

Sancf^oaipg the continiuitiee of three fn*in village* 
in. the Sattara dielqrict to Sndasew FVmdit, the 
adoptoif son of Goonalcnr Fhodit. ^ 

Brragh^g to the ^tccount of Goveminciit twenty 
thownd rupee* on account of a nhef (Mmar), 







Kdulier- 




af Ibfr Ba|[liti 7 Oif tbe Sanod 
OT qtbw DoousipiBt Jdftnwi to- 


At^c. 



Stt hif ia Kw vt th« Sqimdj u i^giiitnd or mtolod 1 q 4bm 
State Bonvd^ 


B Te«luo. Sumancen., 


hir, Ttesa Sunia- 
lioen. 


or of a portioiii of a paid oo tha GKiVAm- 

meat according Buicti<Hi to the coatinuuKe of 
the Jtiiiim Tillage mul laod which hid heea held 
b;f the late Aaundrao Ram to Ram Rac Atiiint, 
adopted hy the widow of the deaenied loamdir^ 

7 ’27tU Zilhej, See* If85-S^ aanodcming the pontiauance of the Inam Tillage of 

Sumaneeii. Vellooj Prant Waeej which had been held by Bur- 

^ « hanjee Mohitaj^ deceuedL to Soajee Mohitay, 

adopted hj the indow of the late laamdar* 

8 Teeiua. Sumancen., 1788^89 Btiaging to Gorenitnent aei^nnit .eighty.thoaaand 

and one mpeeip the amount of (Niuur) 

*^1 leried on the leeognition by Gorenimeat of 

Rung Boo as the adopted eon of MyheeputTEO 
Lnzimon Poomndharee} and on allowing him 
to euooeod to the Inama and Surinjanu held hy 
hia deeemed adoptive ^ther, 

9 9th Riibee-ool-Ak- 17&8-09 Aobaowledging the receipt by Govetnineot Qfftf.y- 

hir, Teesa Suma^ thooaand rupeea, the amount of relief (Nifeur) 

paid on the continuancB of the Inam villages 
* *Tid 'VTuhin of the late Deoahet Veerbar to Ma^ 
hadaheCp adopted hy the widow of the deceased 
• InaiDdar^ 

10 £0th Rum±ui> Tee^ 17S9-90 ganctiomng thc^conttnuaDoe of luam luida id three 

Tillages^ and of the eharea of the icveaiiee (Uimd) 
of two otheri in the Fu^fonae of Dicdoreep 
Wunu, and Naflsick;,, to Moro Punt^ adopted hj 
the widow of the fbrmcr Inamdar^ Mahadowrao 
BnlU Peteh* 

\ 1 7t1i Mohnnim, 1789-90 SAnetimilugr payment of a relief (Knaur) of one 

TMMio. thousma ropeci^ the eontinuanoe of laim land 

in the village of Mhlgocmd, of a share of the 
lerenne (Urnui) of the yflUinfc of NimboTee and 
of other Janda^aR ofwhicnlhid been held by the 
lade Sudaaew Bn^hoanBlh RajwntiliLy, to hia 
adopted eon, Raghoouath# 

I 2 Teeuin.. 1789-90 Sanetioiungr on payment of m teUef (Kiuinr) of four 

thomand nipeefl± thd ocatumamce of the Inam 
and Sunftjam which had ben held by the late 


10 20th E^maan^ Tee* 1789-90 


sain^ 


11 7tli Mohnmm, 
Teeaain- 


Leeiun.. ., . 


1789-90 





aiMHMTK'- 


13: 


DMeof the ot tiii Biuad 

jytiflMg Doogwuirt adhradte. 


Amblc^ 


> 


£il|ud« ATlia- 
Teeuin.^ 


X. I^^ 




BilbilaDoa nt ^ fluuiidj w fi^btertd cr qsotvd hi ili« 
Btata B«C4 s^ ' 


14|4tb RHbefr^I-AM 
lur^ Sul» Tbs- 


U 


179(3-97 


30th Sufur, SuH 1606-07 


——■ ■ —r- , ->■ - ■>■— " ■-■■ *■ ■ '■ - J *' I' : ■ 

■ Bhtad E««w#, MootdBk If jadiali^ to ^ adopted 
B00> KbiMo Beerto. 

j^oetio^g an hdopUon Ijy tlie widow of tbs late 
Appajee Ram Dabholkur^ and ctmtinuing to tbe 
adopted aon, Eamivo' Appajoe^ tbo tbiee Imm 
Tillages, exdiuiTe of certain abaraa ofo 
belonging to otber partiea, which had been held 
by Appajeo Ram. f 

SanctioniDg the ^^tiDUfince oflmn land £n the 
Tillage of Eeahow Eowach6 Patiin> in Hhidoo- 
atiiij to the widow of l>inpaEiath bin Porpianimd 
Tirwaree, taod authoTuiog \er adopting a ttm to 
inherit the Inam i also eiemptiDg the widow 
fWmi the payment of any relief (Nuzar) on the 
occaaion^ ^ 

Cootinuing, on payment of a relief (Nuiur) of twenty 
lakhs and one rupeei* the Inaim and large Smin- 
jain held by the late Numihxg Hhiinderao Vm^ 
choorkor, to his adopted son, WiCtuirao Nnning* 


^igned) T. A. Cowper^ Captain, 

AaaialaiiT Inam Commisflioner. 





Number. 




D (to C^tpiain*^. A* Cowpcr, UtOM 

. ,. C^ovt-»iut«vmer/f Xefj^ iVb. 16 3^ of the %nd itfay 1853)^ of Tt^ms iran^ 
furred by ^ift Of iale^ u%der-tk4 authority of ih& Peshwat^ Govern* 
^entj by Suuuds or Ordertokich are quoted or registered in forth^ 
coming. State Recordst I^aries, Jj&lgers, 


«f tih« Surmd 

or acher rwmmaut: tu. 



SubvEhEwe «f Suflod, u n^efttond or tiuoted in tbt 

8tat« R«c«c4«. 


I Beciliug an juppHcntion fWsm Mora Gop^ to lie per^ 

mitted to bold in Ittam the Tilliige of KnmiKe, 
in tbo Talookn of Chaaa^ which hnd h«D truui- 
ferred to hhn La gi(t hy the former Ina rn d w ir 
KrmbiH Bno Mhadoo Joshee. and orderiag the 
TiLtnge to be held la Inem nceordiaglj.. 

1770-71 jSanctioimig the gift m Tnam of some land in the Iul.ti 
viUoge of Cbnadooreej in the Kaesick PurgnuJij. 
by the bolden of the Tillage to Bal^joe Luxinion 
Joehee. * 

1770^74 iAutbori&ing a transfer of the Inam Tillage of tUha- 

* towree, in the Kallinn PrnJiti previouely Tnjide by 

RfLkmnbaee^ the widow of Gopal Mhadoo Gomy 
(who had been granted it on the death of her 

hiubaod hi battle), to IfuTee BliLday. 

■ 

1770-71 Sanctiotting the transfer of 3 heegas of Inam land in 
! the village of Sap, in the Bhewndy Print, which 
had been given by SarTootnm ShunkvT Phurkay 
to Esmbhut bin Gorind Bhnt Phatnk. 

1770-71 Sanctioiiing the transfer pf a share of the revenue 
(Umnll of the town of Halganm, in the Bewgauzn 
PiiTgima, which had beeirtnJJ in I^m hy Su- 
koobaee Sindayf and mad^orer hy her to Eundeh 
Bao Nucpie Nimhalkul. 

i 771-72 amcUoning the tranafer of thato land in the town of 
Eullifit)^ in the KuHiiin Praat, which had been 
held by Ramchntider Kriahnano Joahee, apd 
* giTen by taiB to Gnogadhnr Morwbwur Golay* 





J}M» of t}M iha Simud 

^ jTDihfrltoetiiBiKtfAnfdtoi ^ OtfigtoBe* tf ih* Bmsai, «* r mbU idft « to the 

M ■ -'Ll 0Ute 

i 

^ ! Anbto. D. 


7]nth tofrdliie-dft&i^wrai! 

' AiWH^^ 6 «Im fei’*' > df tfiie vtHage cf S$itdi£tU^'^i[i tTtuJwr 

" , Piitpiiiii, ihrMch beid been held m Insm by Su- 

* gOfifDAlnee SlndAy, Wfcd ^en by her to Moro 

_ Norhnr Bodr^ ViidmoQ^Kiirlie^ Bodrqff^ . 

S 4th 2i1hej»&ulu8u- l7?2-73 SeiMjtioiiinjf ft tniiefer mhiUm to the iboTSi/bnHn 
' " I lUiother viHegej by the ixaae person to Moro Ba- 

pocjee 'Fhvkay, Gnngadhur Abftjee (hurkty, 
Kunse BuUftl .Pboiiftyr Dhoniloa Bulk! 
Pburkay^ 

9 9th Jiimroad-ool- 1773.74 Sancdoning the gilt, of mme tnam Iftnd in thavillige 
Awn!, Arbft Su- of Khanowtee, in the Poona Fraut, made by 

Luaboon Chintamun Dbiirphullay to Affthadtoo 
Bao Krubim Faueay, 

10 ArbftSubftkiH^ ^ 1773*74 Biingingto aocoiint of Goyemmeiit two Wndred 

^ rupees, the amount of relief (Nuxur) paid by 

Mybeepntrao Krishna Cbandoreknr on hie being 
permitted to purchase, for four hundred rupees 
I fronv Luximon Chintamnn Dharp!iuUay> some 

I Idam land in the Tillage of Bbambowra, in the 

Fbona PtontJ 

; - ^ 

H h 

11 ZOlhShiiwal, Khu- 1774-73 SanctioaiDg a gift iii loam made to Anut^dbhut bin 

muB Subain. Dhondbui Chitrao and to Kasseebhut bin Dhou- 

^ bhut Gbitrao by 'Wittul Sewdeo Viiuchoorkiir, 

of some Inani laud mhia loam riltage of Saikhair, 
[ in the Nasrick PurgimA. 

I * 

12 12th Rujub, Suba 1776*77 Saneriomng the gift of some Inam land in the vit- 

Subaia» luge of Bboohy, made by Bulwunt Bajee Bao to 

Venkajee Mankeihwur Ualaykur^ 

13 8th Jummad-ool- 1777-76 Smetioning the gift in Inam, by Tookajw bin Sun- 

Awa],SumBii Syt",: tojee Somwomuhe^ of eome land in Mi loam til- 

bain. ' , logg of Byhurree, in the Mawul toMyhee- 

' L putxao Kriahna Sathay. 

14 9th ShabuDj Seat 1783-86 SasLcUomng the gift, by Bailee Junardhtm (Kana 

Sumaneen* PnroftTieie), of some Inam land in the town of 

Waee, to Bijeghwarbhui Im Koaheibhut Kan- 
derkui^ ^ 


Subain^ 


14 9th ShabuDj Seou 1783-86 
Sumanecn* 



A^FEKOiat. ' 




u 


le 






Site of tlw of iumd 

« oUmt l>o«[mitfit nAnwt tb. 

1 ■- 1 . '■ ■■■■’' 

of tha Smod, « tqgbteid h qwCaA H tlw 
Sbto E«mh^ 

AtttUe. 

r'—•—n-■- 

Ipt BabeeirODl-AinJj 
Biib« 6iamH)een,u 

' k 1 

17S6-32 

^uictianbg iba fak hj Duod Khan and Sjder 
Kh*" of tikHT Inani Tillage of Khaotnahni^ in the 
Jqoneie Frant, to Bakjea Mhadoo far 

the aura of rupeea fifteen thousand and one. 

9tfa Shnw^j Emnaj 
* Tg^uin^ . 

»• • 

J791-SHI 

Sknctionuag the gilt hy Bslajee Junardhun (Nana 
FumaTeae) ofvsome laam land m the viLLage of 
Knmmdee, in the Panwer Puiguzia^ to Susnajee 
bill TiMiyee Gooroir WaghoEuah:. 

dtb Sfauwali' SutftA 
Teesain^ 

m- 

J 793-93. 

Saactiaiung the gift bj YeehwunC Oungadhur Chuor 
derchoor of hU Inam Tillage of Hewrat Chcnn- 
dal^ in the Umber Purguaa, to Abbigee Gun^- 
dhnr ‘Wanowlay* 

2nd Eumun, SuIha 
,T« eBiin. 

1702-93 

Sanctioning the sale by Mabomed HocBeic^-ood'daeR 
widad Sbaik Meeno-ood-deea and otberSt for tbe 
sum of rupees one thoiuand seven bundred and 
one^ of some Inam Laud in the town of Akoleb, 
in the Aboleb Purguuit, to Kriabtiajee Amba>'u 
Snntj 


* (Bigaed) T- A. Captain ^ 

Atssistant Inam CommbaioUflr 


JS (U> Mconpiifiy Captain T, A, Co^fcej Assistant Inam Gommissioner^i Letter No, 
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APPfliranK Ik 



Aiisifltant Inftm CommiHioqef, 






^ Ifnmltir. 




APMEMm An.' 


JF (to wcompan^ Citpifkim A. Co^pfiR^ Af Inttm 

Comittuti<f9er'* Letter J^b, 1G3, of the 2nd Mag 1353^ oXfi^naiorg of 
the of the Kord ii ^R\ (Nikemee} m bg /he 

Qifternmei(^. and fU^^tries ef which are forthcoming among' iht 
^ Staie Beeordtyl^arits, LedgerSf 


JDwU oTAiglitrj of Bturad* 

- r ^ 

Anbtc. 

A. n. 

21 at Zttkad} Sylu 
Seetain. 

1763<«3 




glQHld bj wfa«t 

Fabm iaKnL 


ItIm VQvd (N^nise) h«ir und. 


Madbow 
Bii]]iit< 


nth JuzuiDtkd-ool- ] 763-64 
Akhir^ Arba See-j 
tain> 




aOtli ZUkAd, Arba] 
8eetikin+ 


tt 


4> 


ISthi JuTTimad-oAl- 
. Ak^r, T«aii| 
Set Lain. 


17^3-64 


;176^-69 


DittA ditto* 


Ditto ditto. 


Ditto atto* 


HaojlnjbiTDm^ the Di^triot Ofecer 
(Muulutdar) of T^ookm Shrw- 
DBiT thAt R pricBl bad been 
ordered to perfiTnn oeitain rt- 
t^giaua cmmoniei at the town 
of Joonerej wd that for this 
purpoM bo WM to b« sullied 
regidarly (^^hnnee) with fbel 
and ka^cfi and the servieea of 
six meoj tVoan the date of the 
receipt of the Suond by the 
hlamiutdar to the aext Duasera 
feetiTal. 

Iciformiiuf thoe DiatHct Oflieer 
(Mnaslotdar) of the Talooka of 
ChaM that fami OoTernmeut 
elepbantahad baeo sent into hia 
dtatricts* Btid deeuing him to fnr^- 
nkih one writer (KirLoou), and 
to appoint him to the duty of 
mpenateDdhig the regtilar (N^- 
bemee) feeding of the animals. 

DeHcii^ the Diatrict Officer (Mam- 
lutdar) of the Chaas Talooka to 
aapplji ee heretofore, thaieh for 
the houees for fire Bnimtaa per- 
mSLQCTLtly {K^hemec) Fending 
at Bheema Shnnkur* 

Appointing Luxwnon Kouhere 
Government' Uamaget (Rpma- 
viadar) of three TiUages in the 






97 


Date ar Reg;lsti7 «r fioaod. 


Anblc- 


A. b. 


3211 ^ Jiimm*d-ool’ 
Akhir, T««»a Se<^ 


1768^6? 


Banud ty wlvt 
P«ihwa Imod. 


Tb* wotA SlO {Nibein#} litA mod* 


Kfndhow 

BuUaL 


fStli Jummad-cial' 

'Akhir^ Snbmip. 


17G8<e9 


lit Juiumad-od'A- 
wul, SubASubuD. 


8 


177GT7 


Ditto ditto. * 


MadlioiT Rao Ni-I 

TBjen, 


fitJi Shabonr Subal 
Subain* 


7th Jiiffimad<wl’ 
Akhir, Snbft Su- 
bun. 


*776-77 


177e-77 


I 


Ditto dittOn 


Ditto ditto. 


Shirola Tmf^VAiAt d«aiHn^ him 
to collect the re?CDuej and uithq- 
liiing tua deducting regularly 
(N^ihcuiec) acCfteiu Hum on ac- 
count of hlfl awxk BalRry* 

R^fjOrdering the Ggrertunent ma¬ 
nager of the Tillage of Anjuu* 
gaum to paj Rb* SOO on account 
of Nimbajee Thorat^ than on 
duty ia Hindoottan, and to wham 
it had been preriouslj rwoked 
to graut a regular (N^hemee) 
allowance (Shet Sunud) of that 
amount. 

Appointing to the ntuatloD of Ac¬ 
countant (Furaavne) of Prant 
KulLian, the aon of Balb^jeo 
NarajeHj who, in conaequ'nuce 
of hifl great age, had been ob¬ 
liged to resign the appointment, 
and was about to proceed to 
reside permanentiy t^^emee) 
at Benarce. 

Diiectiug the restoration of a Su- 
rinjazD to Balajee Bboelay, itatnd 
in the Sunud to ba in the per- 
maueut (Ntfhemee) employ of 
Naro KrUhna, at that time 
Suraubedar of Khandeiah* 

Deairiug the Diatrict Officer (Mam- 
lutdar) of the Shewneir Taloolca 
to allot permanently (N^hemec) 
to NcetfihTiA Chuntamim a piece 
afkiUdand yieldi^ two thou- 
land bundles ofgrase* 

Appoiujdag Sukho Mnlhar ina> 
eager {EomariidaT) of the dis- 
tiiet of KuTjat Mawuh 
[ ordering him to appropriate 
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ja 


Dile of Rcvldtrj of S u-nud. 


Arabic^ 


7th Jummftd’Wl- 
Akhir, Gubfc Sii- 
baia. 


A. S. 


fimui'd by t^hat 

iffnad. 


mie irocd (li^benH*) bov uved* 


17 76-77 


11 


9tii Shaban^ Siiba 
Subiin, 


1776-77 


l2i3(Hh Shuw^. Su4 1777-78 
man SubaJn, 


IS 


23tdl Zilkadr Toean 

Subftki. ^ 


1778^79 


Madbow BaoKa' 
rayen^ 


Ditto 


tfa« reTOnofti collected to the 
oaa of the fort of SinghaTi after 
deducting ** the e3Lpenee^^ of 
collection* and other regular 
cbargcB*'* 

^ffTH vm^ iTir^ 

Mabal mn^koor Srugaird 

[t^emee Xemnook khurch. 


jOrdering aa increaae of pay to the 
garriaon of the fgrt of Singhur, 
stated in the Scutud to aonAiat 
partially of the regular (N6* 
hemee) ganiaon of the place, 
and partially of troops tempo¬ 
rarily withdrawn from another 
ibrt. 

ditto, p jGTBiitiDg to Keshow Mahadew, 
the commander of a body of 
hor«^ Ob account of bis sddaty^ 
the vilUgc of ^awuddala, Tnruf 
Wunkul, exctudlTe of the fixed 
(Xdheinee) ellowmoe payable 
fram the revenue of the Tillage. 


Ditto ditto. 


Ditto ditto. ^ 


OrderiDg the eomtnBndcr of the 
fort of Chakun to allot perma¬ 
nently (N^hemee) to Ballajec 
Bauir a SArkoon in the Goveni- 
ment Duftur^ & portioa of the 
grara laoda of the fort, yielding 
ten thouauid bundlea of gnu* 

Ordering (he Dutrict Oflicer 
(Mamlutdar) of the Butna- 
gheriy Talookn to pay regularly 
(Xfbcnaee} out of the rerenuca 
of the Tillage of S*war Amban, 
TVmf PawuB, Sa. 225 to the 
fort of MyheecnntghtLrj bud to 
charge the amount in hia aiocouut 
jcwly, 
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* i 

Daio of Rq^taliy of Stuittd. 

1 . ____ 

Suaud bj what 
Fo^nm Juttadf 

The word (NSbemaa) how med^ 

^! 

Ara^c- 

g 

j 

14 

2€t1i Shuwult 3u' 
maaetiL.. 

» 

1 


If adhoiv Rbo Na- 
raycDo 

In£>tming the G«Terumeat ma- 
oager (KomaTiidu) of the te^A 
of Pabul tlut it had h«n grant¬ 
ed in Surinjam to Ailee Eaha^ 
door, excluaire of the Mokas&fi 

m 

• 


* 

Umulj and the aothoriaed per^ 
manetjtcbargeBCN^eniee Nem- 


• • 



nook) on the revenue^ 


(Signed) T. A. Cowp'br, Co-ptaiDi 

Assistant Inam Coinmi^aioQcr. 
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No. mv 


Political Dcfartmert. 


From W* Hast, Eiq*, 

Idahi CoimnissioDer, 

' To A, Malbt, Eaq:, 

Chief Secretary to Government^ Bombay. 

* I 

Dated Bombayf 20M May 1853* 

ISinj—-I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
No. 1139 dated the 14(h March 1853. 

2, In paragrapha 11 to 14 of my letter therein referred to, I pro* 
poaed to follow a certain course with regard to the general quettiona 
brought forward by Mr. Warden, as well as the particular case in die* 
cussing which they were introduced by him; and 1 have now the 
honour of BuhmiUing Captain Cowper^s report No. 163 dated '2nd 
May 1853, as at first promised by me, and again called for by your 
letter under acknowledgment. 

3, Captain Cowpet^s letter now submitted (which is prefaced by a 
table of contents) will, I think, be found one of the moat important 
documents yet brought under the consideration of Government. The 
broken state of my health, and the embarrassment under which 1 arn 
placed, by feeling constrained to disagree, as to several of the points 
discussed in it, with Mr. Warden, who was my first maeter in the Judi¬ 
cial branch of Jhe Service, and to whose careful though indulgent 
eupervifiion as such T owe all the little usefulness I may have since 
acquired as a public servant, will, T tru^l, be accepted as my excuse for 
avoiding any lengthy discussion of jhese points. Such discussion on my 
part would, dn fact, appear the less necessary, as Captain Cowpei has, 
in his 2nd paragraph, proposed to himself the course of following 
Mr. Warden seriatim through his letter of the 9tb December 1B52, as 
the best mode of drawing up the expittuation required by GoverBment, 
who will/thereforff, be, by a mere comparison of the letters of Messrs. 
Warden jind Cowper, placed iu a position to judge how jnsily, and 
how far each affects tl:{e Rules which ate, or ought to be followed in 
disposiug of the various alienations of the public revenue to which each 
letter refers. 

4, The following ayuoptlcal table will show the order in which 
Captain Cowper has followed Mr. Warden throughout his letter. 
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ParutApli^ of 
Wr, Wardeti^s 
Letter. 

COTTHpoDdlng parflgnphe ef 
CtpCttlu Ciwp«r^a 

PuagTaplA of 
Ur. Winlen[^» 
Letticr. 

Cerreipondtiig pangniphA of 
Ca|itain Cawper^ Letter. 

2 and 3 

i ' ^ 3 to 17 

23 

89 

4 

■V 20 

24 

90 and 91, also 130 to 132 

G 

1 16 to I9t Hud 21 to 26 

25 

89 aivd 90, also 127 to 134 


27 

26 

88 and 89. also 125 to 134, 

7 and 8 

28 to 32, and 135 


and 136 

and 10 

33 and 54, also 58 and 60 

27 

92 

11 And 12 

44, 45, and 101 to 104 

28 

44 and 45, also 93 to 104 

13 and L4 

84 and 85 

29 

88 and 91 

] 5 and 16 

69 to 78* and 85, 87* and 88 

30 

102 to 104 

P7aiid 18 

79 to 82 

A 

3.5 and 105 

19 

69 to 83 

32 

106 Co 109 

act 

,70 to 72, and 87 and 88 

33 

ill 

21 

51 Co 53 

54 

til and 112 ; 

22 

55 Co 62. and 127 to 129 

1 


X 

■ 


6* , Captain Cowper may seem to have been somewhat profu 60 in 
his qnoFtations from the oorrespondenee on record iti the Deccan Cora- 
miaaioner^s OfHce; but, in one respect, bis ablo and valuable lepoH 
derives groat additional value from its profuacness of citation, a# 
it now forms a complete recapitulation of proceedings connected 
with the much questioned Surlnjam Hats, from their rough draft by 
Mr. Elphinstone until their eupposed final correction by Mr. Brow /; 


and the Honorable Court of Directors will, I anticipate, find it the m 
valuable of the materials yei placed before ihem for enabling them (o 
diacriminate {with respect to the alienations of revenue etilerco it) the 
lists) between Ihcir jiibligation to the Surinjamdara—whether ayi indivi¬ 
duals or as a class-—and their duly to the whole community, of whose 
revenues they are the trustees and administrators,—a distinction noticed 


in Captain Cowper’s 107th and following paragraph^, and set forth in 

an able ihongh C3Eaggeratiye leader in the London 
See pPEfi lOG* TtTnCi^'cf the 9lh of February last. 

6, With respect to citations o(^ the Slate records of tlie former 


GovernTnents, Captain CoTVper has also been profuse but had he not 
been so, there would, in those cases in which he has questioned Mr: 
Warden's positions, have been nothing to have justified Government in 
attending to himj whereas, he has now fortified alljiis ow» positions 
by the strongest evidence. - , * 

7. I would beg the especial attention of Government 16 Cnptairf 
Cowper’s 94th to 98th paragraphs. Captain fcowper and Mr. Hearn 
have lately rascued valnable Government Ooftura ?rofn the shops of 
grocers and fire work-makers. 

8. The fact shown in Qapfaid Cowper's 98th to dint paragraphs Is 
an imporlani one, as it would appear Ihat Mr+ Etphinstonc left more th^n 
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of the SurinjAins entered in the list'signed by him without 
even h re com mend alien aa 1o the nature of tfieir final settlement* What 
adds to the impoTtance of this fact is that the Sarinjara lists^ in theii 
subsequent revisais, appear to have been levised without any regular call 
for information and proof being made upon the SurinjamdarSf and with* 
out requiring from each a genealogical atatemetit of his family* Thia 
was brought to my notice by Captain Cowper ao long ago aa the 4th of 
last January ; but, in the then state of tuatiers, 1 was unwilling to qtcea- 
tiott the Agent’s procedure in any case, except in those where there were 
prim6 facie signs of error* At the same time I am respectfully of opinion 
that m decision, even in the^absence of auch signs, can be trustworthy, 
where the first and most obvious essentials to a complete inquiry have 
been omitted* ' ^ 

9. From these facts, therefore,^—-the absence of Mr, Elphinstone^s 
recommendation as to more than half the cases entered in his listSj and 
the absence of regular statements by the Surinjamdars whose names 
appear in It, as to the history of theh claims and family descent, added 
to the cases of actual error in the revised lists lately reported by thia 
department,—I can come to no other conclusion than that the whole of 
the Buritijams entered in those lists should be regularly inquired Into ; 
not merely those which at ilrst sight appear to have been disposed of 
on erroneous grounds, but those, also, in which no such -eomplete 
inquiry is recorded as to show that the grounds of decision were 
evidently correct. 

10. But a rC'investJgation of this nature is a work of such delicacy 
and importance that Government would, I suppose, hesitate at order¬ 
ing it without renewed insiractions from the Honorable Court; and [ 
would rcBpectfully suggest that it might be welt to slop fuitber inquiry 
into the lists until the Honorable Court’s inetructioos are received, and 
meanwhile to again place the Agent for Sirdars in charge of the re¬ 
cords which he temporarily transferred to this department, under the 
orders of Government, to enable k to effect the partial testing of the 
accuracy of Mr* Brown’s revised lists, which bus now been made more 
than doubtful* 

il* 1 hope I may be pardoned for adding lo Captain Cowper’si 
remarks, in his 111th paragraph, on the conclusion of Mr. Warden's 
letter, the follc^wlng quotation, from an article on ** Indian Administra¬ 
tion" in the Review for December last *.— ^ 

^^The passages adduced by the of India from Munro, 

Metcalfe, and Hlphinstone, reflect the chivalrous generosity of the 
writers, who, brought into official and social intercourse with the 
immediate representatives of houses recently powerful, were disposed 
to feel that the superior stations which they thcmscivca held partook 

^ . r f m 
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of Ihe nature of an QMiTpatioii; and thna the es:i^ncies of a changed 
policy and of altered circumstance* were overlooked \a sympsilhy^ for 
reverse of foituneJ’ 

12. Ae this is probably the last occasion I shall have, before leaving 
the country, to allude lo Captain Cowpcr's work in the Inam Commla* 
sion, 1 truftt F may be allowed to take the opportunity afforded by 
having to submit the present sample of it, to record the exceedingly 
high*senae 1 antettain of his zealous and unflagging industry, and the 
ability with which he has assisted me—indeed, 1 may say enabled me-^ 
to quietly introduce the several operations of the Inam ComiuisBion into 
the^^oona CoUectorate, where, it is well knewn, there are agitators to be 
found ready to excite discontent and opposition against every public 
measure*. Government is, however, aware how quietly the introdnction 
of this Commission under Act XI. of 1852, and the preliminary colleo- 
tion of llnflurs have been effected in Poona; and for this they are 
indebted to Captain CowpePs judgment and tact, as well as to his 
iirmnefis and activity. 

1 have the honour to be, &c. 

(Signed) W. Hart*, 

Inam CommisBiDner. 


No, 136 OF 1854. 


Political Dxfartmbnt. 

To P. W. IjeGuyt, Esq., 

Agent for Sirdars in the Deccan. * 

QiUj.^’VVith reference to the 6th paragraph of the Government letter 
to the addresa of Mr. W. J. Hunter^ dated the 13th August, No. 3471 
of 1849, relative to the Surinjam of Moreshwnr Dixit Munohur, I am 
directed by the Right Honorable the Govemor in Council to transmit to 
you an extract, paragraph 18, from a despatch from (he Honorable the 
Court of DirectoTB, No. 55, dated the 12th October last, and to request 
that you will give effect to the decision of the Honorable Court Conlained 

at the clo^ of the paragraph. ^ ^ 

I have the honoilr to be, dec. 

(Signed) A. Mxlist, 

Chief Secretary* 


JBomiffy Casthf Ilf A January 1854. 
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Paragmph t8 from a Despatch /^om the Honorable the Court of 
Directors, dated the October, yb. 55 of 1853. 

Paia^ 1S< We cf>nBeiited to recognise tbe SuTinjaiSL of Moreehwui 

Dixit as hereditary {although of later date than 
1751) on the distinct statement by Mr. Warden 
and Mr. Brown that the Sunnd contained words, 
of inheritance. Prom Captain Cowper^s fetter 
dated Blat September 1B52, and Mr. Warden’s 
letter of explaxtalion dated 9tb December 1S52, 
it appears there were no eicpreas words df inhe^ 
titance, and that the view which Mr. Warden took of the case depend¬ 
ed on a disputable and disputed JnCerpretatlon of the word ** N^hemee,’’ 
stated by Mr. Warden himeeJf to be literally equivalent to ** con¬ 
stantly’’or regiiiarly.” Considering this circumstancci and also that 
the Sdrinjam is a mere Palkee allowance^ we are quite satisfied ithat it 
ought not to be hereditary. 


Correipoi^enH retpect- 
iD^ tbA rariiyuii of 
Kfbwtv Piut Munohut, 
litelj RMn^tnd tm beredi- 
tvyt Kud nBOfu-kt W Cftp^ 
tsin Cowi^ Bud Itfr. Bart 
on tho Bveevn SonDjama 
gcacnlly. 







jlWUto Loirt»*i Trim, rtfiTTed fa at IW. 

Jir Xkfi last number of tbe Mdiai^rr^^ M^vi^wt a aevcre ceosuie is pro*, 
nou^noed agaittat file avowed policy the . Ii^laTi GoTernment to enut 
'no «uitafa4^ ppportunity of aequiripg the Jenitones etlll m posseision of 
Native powers, Tbe qaestioa mind by tbese obsetratioat ia ao imports 
aatf and at the earns Ume so practical^ that ^ seems woithy of diacua- 
eiofi mth referenee to wider principle 9 a ad higher coDsiderationi ^ 
policy than thoee which the Keviewer applies to iteeoluiion. 

Fronf Stndtothe eastern ejitiemUj of Bengai, and" from the mos^ 
receding indentations of the Himalaya chain to Cape Comprint ih^ 
sovereignty of England is supreme# withwit a rival and without an 
equalWhatever he the local Government of this vast teirkory^ we are^ 
ita paramonnt lords^ ita protectoie, and its rulers. Our arms must defend 
it, our policy must guide it, our justice mu#t pervade it, and for ita 
welfare and good government we are respoasibVe before God and man. 
This responsibility we have gradually, but knowingly and wilfully, taks!^ 
upon ourselves. We cannot apportion it ^ we cannot divide it. Prior 
and superior to all other obligations is our duty towards the whole 
people of India. We do not, however, as yet, govern the whole of ihL^ 
vast coontry in our own name : SovereJigiis over almost all tlie saa coast, 
we have left many rich provinces ia the interior still under th« nouiinal 
dominion of Native jrplera/ With the esception of the Rajpoot pnuces^ 
these potentates are not generally of high rank or remote Antiquity^ 
Their posscaaiona rest upon a title iu general no better than our own,— 
with this remarkable difference, that though their dominions, like oum^ 
were won by the sword, that sword, unlike outs, is drawn to oppress 
and not to defend. We have emancipated these pale and ineffectual 
pageants of royalty from the ordinary fate that waits on au Oriental 
despotism. The history of Eastern mpnarchies, like everything else in 
Asia, is stereotyped! and invariable. The founder of the dynasty, a brave 
soldier or a subtle intriguer, expels from the throne the feeble and 
ilegenerate scion of a more ancient house, His son may inherit some of 
the vigour and taients of hie father, but in two or three generations luxury 
and indoleooe do their work, and the feeble inheritors ofn. gmtnfttno 
are. dethroned by. some new advAurer, destined to bequeetb a like 
misfortune to his degenerate dasoendants. Thus ara rebellion and 
deposition tbe-eorrectives of despotism, and IhuS, through the medium 
of periodioai anarchy and oivil war^^^as teOnieJ to the people of the^ 
East a rooarrence, at fixed, intefvalar, ol^able and vigorous princes,, Thi* . 

Ha 
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^vantage we have taken away from the ioliabitanta of the States of 
India still governed by Native pHncea. It baa been well said^ that wc 
give these princes power without responsibility. Out hand of iron main* 
tains them,on the throne, despite their imbecility, their rkses, or their 
crimes* The result \By in most of those Native States, a chronic anarchy, 
under which Ibc Tevenueanf the State are dissipated between-the greedy 
mercenarica of a turbulent camp and the venal minions of a corrupt and 
degraded oouft.' The hea^ and arbitrary taxes levied on the iftise- 
rableRyuts serve no purposebnt to feed the prodigality of the meanest and 
most iSemlaate oftnankind. The political relations of the State—every- 
thing, in fact, which does nftt tend directly or indirectly to the n^uisi- 
tion of a revenue thus profligately squandered, are left to the control 
and direciiou of the British Resident, The theory seems to be broadly 
admitted, that government is not for the sake of the people, but of the 
Xing, and that so Jong as we secure that King in his sinecure royally, 
we discharge all the dnty tba;t we, as Sovereigns of India, owe*to hU 
sul^ecls, who are virtually oars. The treaticH concluded with these 
puppets of our own selling up arc quoted, and their rights emphatically 
relied on, by philanthropic members of Parliament, who never seem 
to advert lo the fact that these treaties have diverted the revenues of 
these kingdoms from their legitimate uses, and handed over their 
inhabitants lo perpetual slavery. We, on the other hand, are inclined 
to believe that there is a higher duty towards the people of India than 
the observance of the letter of treaties made in fraud of their rights,^ 
OUT duly to protect them from cruelty and Injustice, from extortion and 
oppreaaioii,—to provide for them the best government which they arc 
capable of receiving, and to lighten the load of taxationen all by taking 
care that do part of it is squandered iu waste or profligacy. The higher 
morality cancels and make's void the lower. 

Bat, not only does the policy of maintaining protected Native States 
tend to the grievous injury of the subjects whom we have betrayed into 
the bands of these titular Soverelgnsj^it also tends to make our yoke 
press with unnecessary severity on our own immediate subjects. From 
1833 to 1849 onr Indian revenue has been in one continual deficic, the 
amount of which is upwards of 15,000,0001. There is no country in the 
world wh^re the want of*funds is-keeping back so many necessary 
works as in India. In order to raise even this insuffleient revenue, we 
are compelled to have recourse to the most questionable flnancial expe- 
dieAts,^to the nionopol^ of salt, whUh is a heavy and cruel poll-tax, and 
to an export duty on opium, a source of revenue which a single gleam 
of coinoton sense on the part of the Chinese Government, which prohi¬ 
bits its cultivation, would immediately deietroy. ■ With all those despe¬ 
rate expedienls, our Indian income fails to meet our expenditure. The 
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reason is obvious. Ws mndsTtake to defend fiom forei^ attack and 
domestic iniuirectioii the whole, and to administer the Government with 
the revenoeof doly two^thiidMof Tadia^ the revenue of the other third being 
wasted on th^ viceV the pageantnes^ and tbeintTignes of paltry Native 
Courts. While our net reventio amounta to twei\,ty-one millions, the 
revenue which wb suffer to be diverted from the purposes of govern^ 
ment, and expendedin Native Courts, is computed at no less an amoTiat 
than* thitteon milliona. Who gains by this wonderful instance of self- 
sacrifice ? Not the subjects of the Nizam, or the King of Dude, who are 
bowed to the earth under the weight of Government imposts, and 
pldbdaied by the mercenary soldier of thaif which the tax-gatherer has 
left; not our own subjects, who, after being taxed to the utmost amonnt 
of their ability, see their canals dried up, their tanks fall into decay, 
and their lands smitten with artidoial barrenness, because oar Govern¬ 
ment cannot spare one per cent, out of its receipts to keep in repair 
neces^ry public works erected by their Hindoo or Mahornadan prede¬ 
cessors; not the people, whose education is withheldj whose internal 
resources are undeveloped, whose roads are unmade, whose mines are 
nnwrought, because the revenue is anticipated and exhausted by the 
ordinary and current expenses of administration. The only gainers are 
the sinecure potentate, the inmates of his palace and hU Zenana, bis 
guards, his parasites, his jesters, and bis dancers. For them is ^tbr 
mightiest agency for good which Phovidbnce ever placed in the hand^ 
of any nation crippled nnd paralysed ; they revel in abundajQoe and 
wanton in luxury, while schemes the most benevolent and plans the most 
far-sighted languish and die out for want of the funds so recklessly dis¬ 
sipated. This state of things may be in accordance with the traditional 
maxims of Indian 'policy. Great names may be cited in its support, 
and ingenious reasons urged for its continnance. To*ub it appears a 
scandalous misties of those opportunities which BnovinsHCG has given 
US'—a gratnitons sacrifice of the helpless many to the worthless few. 

^London Times, February 1853.j 
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^ Frpm Captain T. A. Cowpek, * 

A^sistaint Inam CommissjoticTf 

To'W. HAtiT, 

In am CommiaslDiier. 

Dated Poona^ 1th March 1S53. 

Si a,—I have the honour^ nmler the instruetion^ cnntainei! in para¬ 
graph 4 of the Chief Secretary’s }ettcr No. 4175 of the 24th September 
1S52, to repart on the Surinjam numbered 50 of Class I. in the rcviaed 
lists submitted to Government tinder date the 26th October 1847, by 
the A^^cnl for SirdaiJ^, Mr. Brown* 

2* This holding was entered in the list of Snrinjame recommended to 
be dpf lared herndiiiry, on the grounds of its having existed previously 
to the year a* d* 1751, and, th as designEkted, it was included in the general 
sanction conveyed in tho Honorable Court of Directors* despatch 
No. 15 dated 22nd lifay 1949, paragraphs 2 to 12* 

3* But the evidence afforded by the records of the Peshwas’ Govern¬ 
ment seems to me clearly to prove that the Honorable Court have passed 
this decision on erroneous information, inasmuch as nftither the Surin¬ 
jam ip question, nor any other Surinjam in lieu of^ or m commutation 
for which the present one was granted, wore heid previous to a. d, 1751, 
or for years after'Uiards. * 

4* Mr, Elphinstone’a list of Jaghcers, transmitted to the Govern¬ 
ment of India on the 2&th October 1819, showed this Surinjam to have 
been held far forty^one years. This agrees with the date of original 
grant as now ascertained (i.e. a. d. 1777-78), supposing Mr* EJ^binstone 

lo have calculated up to a* n* 1819, the year in which his lista were 

' - 

framed. * 

S. By a Sunud the registry of which is forthcoming under date the 
13th Rumzan, Sumati Buhain Mya wu Ulluf (a. d, 1777*76), thePeshwa 
granted to Trimbukjee Rajeh Bhoslayy as a grujif, and noi in iie» 
q/", or with re/erETice to any p^evioits o«e, the “ Hoozoor Maiuleh** Umul* 
of the undermentioned two villages, valued at Rs* 2,023-5-0. 
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1, Monj^ Veehay, Turuf Havailee, Prant Kurrar* 

Monje Borgaum, Tumf Sattara* 

6. In A. D. 1779-SO the abovementiooed grant was resumed, and in 
itfl stead, by a Sunud ihe registry of which is forthcoming under dale 
the 8th Bubee*ool>'Awu1, Sutnaneen Mya wu TJlluf (a*i>* 1779-SO), the 
Jagheer, Babtee, and Surdeehtnockce UmnU of the undermentioned two 
villa gee were grunted to Trimbukjee Raj eh Bhoslnyj at a yal nation of 
Rs. 2,010 t-- 

1, Monj^ Meerzapoor, Furguna Danderphu). 

2. Mouje Bukterpoor, Purguna Koombaree* 

7* This last Snnud did nbt long continue in force; the villagfeo '^re 
Tesurned in a. n. 1782-93, and the following grant was made, the grounds 
assigned being that the villages previously granted had been found 
unproductive. The registry of this third Sunud is forthcoming under 
date the 15th Rujub, Sulae Sumanecn Mya wn Ulluf (a. d. 1762-83), 
and grants to Ttimbukjee Rajeh Bhoslay, at a valuation of Rs. 1/925,—^ 

1* The Jagheer, Babtce, and Mokassa Umuls of Mouje Danderphul 

Khoord, Furguna Danderphul. 

2. The Jagheer and Babtee Umuls of Mouje Nimbgaum Khoord, 

Fnrguna DanderphuL 

6. The word Surinjam is not used in any of the above Sunuds; in 
eachj however, the grant is described in the same terms, the villages 
being specified as alienated (DoomalJa) for the support of the family of 
the grantee (Kootoombache begmees, 

9. On referring Co thc Mumthee documenis recorded by the Agent in 
this case, 1 have found nolhiug relating in any way to the grant of any 
of the villages specified in ri^iy 5th, 6th, and 7th paragraphs, neither 
does the claimant appear to have made any statement of bis case, nor 
to have furnished any proof, in the shape of Sunnds,—at least, nothing 
of the hind is forthcoming. 

10. In the lists of Snrinjama^ framed by Mr. Mills, the original 
grant (entered in the lists aa No. 48 of Class I.) to Tiimbukjee Rajeh 
Bhoslay ia stated to have been made in a. o, 1778,—the correct date, 
and the one which agrees with Mr, Elphinstone^s lists* 

11. In Mr. Wardcu’s lists of 1844 the Surinjam (entered in the lists 
as No. 2 bf Class 1.) is stated to have been granted ‘^before a. p. 1751,^’ 
and the column of Remarks*^ coittains the following entry:— 

«The earliest actual grant recorded in the Duftur is dated a, n. 1760; 

but in this it Unsaid chat it existed in the lime of the Sattara Rajas/’ 

13. In Mr. Brownes revised lists of 1847, the entry of 1844, do- 
aciibed ill the last paragraph, is preserved jntach 

13. ^ Vniet the ciremnstances above reported, this Saiinjitm, which 
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ifl shown by the revised lists to be of the estimated anneal value of 
Rs. M97-5-3, should apparently have been, according to the Rules Jaid 
down by the Honorable Court, included in the class of Burinjama 
entitled to coniiidUance for two generations, and a moiety of the net 
proceeds in money to the third, and should not have been entered as an 
hereditary holding, 

I have the honour to be, &c. 

(Signed) Cowpea^ Captain, 

Assifitant Inam Cotnnussioner, 


No. im 

Frgm Esij,, 

Inam Commissioner, 

To A, Malet, Esq,, 

Chief Secretary to Government. 

* I}ated Melg'aumf 14th April 1S^3. 

SiE,—I have the honour of submitting a letter No. 114 dated 7lh 
March 1853, from my slant, Captain Cowper, reporting on the 
Surinjam entered as No* 60 of Class 1. in the revised Surinjam Uats, 

2* In the absence of Kyfecuts, noticed in Captain Cowper's 9th 
paragraph, it is impossible to tell whether it was from the fraud or care¬ 
lessness of the servants of the Agent's establishment that the aironeous 
information given in the^list was admitted into it; but that carelessness 
had something to do with its preparation is evident from the fact that la 
the column of the revised list which proposes to give Mr. Slphinstom*!S 
reasons for the grant'is found the following entry;— 

“Class Silledars, No. 11.—Grandfather to the Raja of Sattara, To 
retain his Jaghecr land at Hyderabad ceded to the Nizam. Heredi¬ 
tary.*^ 

This entry, which is of course nonsense, I find to be made up of two 
of Mr. Elphtnstone’s entries, relating to distinct cases,—one the Jagheer 
of Bhoslay, the other one of a person named Kowree, No. 12 of the 
Bame class in Mr. Eiphinstone*B list. 

3. Whether Governinenl decide on continuing Bhoslay'a Surinjam 
according to Mr, ElphinBtone*s recommendation, or according to the 
Honorable Court*a recent Rules, it is right that they should do bq with 
a knowledge of actual facts, I have, therefore, considered it decessary 
to submit Captain Cowper'a letter, with the above observations on a 
point not noticed by him* 

1 have the honour to be, &;c, ^ 

, (Signed) W- Hart, 

Inam CommiBsipncT, 
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No, 2171 OF 1853, 


To W, Habtj E«q,, 

fnam Com mis doner. 


POLmCAL DEPARTHEJiT, 


Sir, —i am directed by the Right Honorable the Governor in Council 
to acknowledge the feceipt of your letter No. 1929 dated the 14th ultimo, 
forwarding one from your Assistant, Captain Cowper, reporting or^ the* 
Surinjam entered as No, 50 of Class T, in the revised Surinjam lists. 

2. You do not appear to have been aware, when addressing the 
above letter to Government, that ** Purnahram Bajeh Bhoalay,” the ^ast 
bolder of the Surlnjam in question, having died without leaving any 
male issue, orders were issued by Government on the 9lh Mareh 1852 
for the resumption of the above grant. 

3. In making this intimation, I am desired to forward to you copies 
of two letters from this Department to the Collector of Ahmednuggur, 
and the Commissioner at Sattara, the former dated the 9th Narch, 
No. loos of 1852, and the latter dated the 27th January, No, 41S of 1853. 

4. A copy of your communication has been forwarded to the Agent 
for Sirdars in the 'Deccan, in order that there may be a record in his 
ofbee of the erroneous nature of the information contained in the revised 
Surlnjam lists of 1844 and 1847 relative to this grant. 

1 have the honour to bc] 

, (Signed) * H. E. Gonnswm, 

BombaTf Casth^ 'iltk May 1853. Secretary to Government. 


No, 1008 OF 1852. 

Political DEFAiiTMEjtfT. 

To R. Spooner, Esq., 

Collector of Ahmednuggur. 

SiRj-^J arn directed by the Right Honorable the Governor in Council 
to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 154 dated the 20th 
January Last, re porting the death of Purushram Rajch Shoslay, who held 
in the Ahmednuggur Collectoxate certain villages in Surinjam, of the 
oatimated annual value of Rs. 1,497•’5*3, 

2, In Tfeply, 1 am desired to inform you that the deceased having left 
no legitimate male (issue, the Surinjam lu question has lapsed to Goveru- 
nient, and, accordingly, to convey to you the directions of Hie lrf>rdsbip 
in Council for the resumption of this grant, 

X have the honour to be, &c. 

c (Signed) A. MaTjET, 

Chief Secretary, 


Bombay 9fA March 1852. 
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No. 418 OF 1853. 


To T. OfitLVr, Esq., 

Commissioner at Sattara- 


POLITICAL DbPABTMENT. 


gjBj—With reference to my letter No. 4S38 dated the 6th November 
1852( I am directed by the Eight Honorable the Governor in Council 
to ioTotm you that the Government of India has conBrmed the grant by 
this Government to Goowuntabaee, widow of Bnlwunt Bao Bhoelay 
Senaputtee, of a pension of Rs. 50 per mensem, on the distinct under- 
stafldiirg that the allowance must lapse entirely and bnaliy on the death 
of the present grantee. 

I have Ihe honour to be, &c. 

(Signed) A. Malet, 

Chief Secretary. 

Botj^baif Casllej 27/A Januarrf 1853. * 


To A. RIai.et, Esq., 

Chief Secretary to Government, Bombay. 

Sir, —I have now the honour to answer Mr. Sectoiary GoldsmidV 
letter to my address, No. 2L73 dated the I7ih May last, transmittii^ 
copy of a letter from the^Inam Commi^ssioner, with one from his Assist¬ 
ant, relative to entry No. 60 in Class I. of the revised Surinjam lists of 
A. n. 1847, founded on an entry of No. 2 of Class 1. of the llstfi prepar¬ 
ed by me in 1844, the object of the communication being that 1 should 
have an opportunity of offering any explanation I may wish relative to 
the alteration of dates noticed by the Assistant, Captaig Cowper. 

2. The case is that of Trimbukjee Eajeh Bhoslay, grandfather of 

the Raja of Sattara, who was placed on the thmne by the British Govern¬ 
ment in A. n. 1818. ' 

3. On the accession of the British Government three villages were 
found alienated by the Pesbwa m Snrinjam to this person, the names of 
which are,— 

1. Sherusganm, 

2. Danderphul, and 

3. Nimbganm; , 

a judicial attachment having beau levied onAhe first, for the recovery 
of Es. 5,000 claimed from the family of the granted on account of the 
expenses arising ont of a family feud. 

4. He had also held a* fourth village, named Gbargaum, which 
appears to have been resumed shortly before the conquest of the Deccan. 
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fip Mr. continufid to him the villager of Duiderphn! 

wd ^imbgaunii of lh« eatimalod actual value of Ka. 1,4S2*13>0. 

G. The Tillages of whiob the British Surinjam composed were 
granted forty-o^p years before the conc^aest. 

T. The i^illage of Sherctaganm, however, whteh did not form partof 
the Britiah Buriujam, wasr granted before a. d. 1751 *52, proved by 
the registry of a Suaud (marked A, copy of which, with a translation 
into Engliah by tbe bead writer of ihe Agent forBirdara^ isannexedT^nd' 
which Bunud ie inferred to by Captain Cowper in paragraph 2 of his 
letter dated the 27lh of August last) conforring a grant on one Kaojee 
Fowar, in competuation for (be loss of Bherusgaum granted to Bhoalay* 
This Tillage was ncrci permanently and politically Tesumed^ in the 
ordinary sense of that word, but it was attached by judicidl process, and 
farmed out by the Government, as will be seen by reference to the 
Sunnd marked B, till the snm of Hs^ G,0Q0 should have been realixed 
from it to reimburse two persons (to one of whom the farm was ae- 
signed) who had advanced its^ G,000 for the payment and dheharge of 
some irregular soldiery who held two members of the family in eontine* 
ment at the instance of two others, there being at that time a feud in 
the family to adjust which the Government interposed. How long the 
vlllagsr remained with thia farmer is not known, but as the Purgxina 
Newaaseb} in which it is situated, had gone greatly to waste for sorue 
years, it is probable that the interval between a. d. 1800 and a. d. 1S17 
did not sniHce to discharge the de^l with which it wa^ burdened, or the 
proceeds, as in other oases, were possibly ‘‘embeazled^’ by the public 
ofHcers in the anarchy that immediately preceded the British eonqoest; 
but be that as it may, it so befell that at the Brillsh conquest the judi-^ 
dal attachment had not been raised. 

8. It is atated in the Remarks^* in my Surinjam li«t, as respecta 
this grant,—“The earliest actual grant recorded in the Dufiur is dated 
A, n. 1760; but lu Ihia it in said that i1 existed in the time of the Satiara 
BajaSn” ThU appears to relate to*'sharea of the revenue of the village 
of Ghargaum, which was released from attachment in A. n. 1760 by a 
Bunud copy and translation of the registry of which arc annexed and 
marked C. This ^unud, taken in conjunction with the contents of that 
marked and the fact of the grantee being a member of the house of 
Satiam, leaves it beyond debate that the grant was a Sattara grant; and as 
the Honorable the Court of Directors, in paragraph 9 of their despatch 
dated October 26th, 1342, directed that all Jagheers which bear datea 
auicriorto A. Dh 1731, together witb those which are known (as this w;u 
ccitaiDly known) to be ancient, shonid be berediiary in the fullest 
osnee of the word, there ie no doubt that Ilfr. Brown’s decision, boa^d 
on my remark, is strictly correct j and that If the grantee hati preferred 
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to take tlie waste village of SherusgaDiti^ which formed part of his 
ancient Jagheer, instead of the more fertile villages of Nimbganni and 
Danderphul, of whioh the Feshwa’s and Brliish Surinjams were com- 
posedf Mr, Etphinsione would have gUdly acceded to a request by 
which the British Government would have profited 4 

9. 1 regret that I shoald^ as in the case of Poorundhuree) reported in 
my letter dated the 9th of September last, have reason to complain of 
'the manner in which these cases are put before Government by Captain 
Cowper» 

10. I annex my correspondence with the Inam Commissioner on 
this cane^ and have submitted copies of 4 U the Murathee documents 
transmitted to me by Mr. Manson, in order that, if the Government 
please,*they izfky be translated at Bombay. 

11. It will be observed that Captain Cowper in hU letter of the 7th 
of March Inst, which was submitted to Governmeot with that of Mr. 
Hart dated the 14th of April, never once mentions the grants of the 
villages of Sherusgautti and Ghargaum, from the evidence derived from 
which the Sarinjam found its way into Class I.; but, on the contrary, 
states (paragraph S) neither the Surinjam in question, nor any other 
Surinjam in lieu of, or in commutation for which the present one was 
granted, were held previous to a. n, 1751; while in his letter to the Inam 
Commissioner dated the 27th of August last, on my* reference dated rthe 
13th, he Bays (paragraph 2 )^^'the village of Sh^usgaum was granted 
(on what tenure is not.specified) to,Trimbukjee Rajeh Bhoslay by a 
8 unud registered in a. n. 1751-52^*; and again (paragraph 6 )—“Se wajeo 
Ehoslay appears to l^ave hfeld the village up to a. d. 1799*1800, in which 
year it is shown to have been resumed by a Sunud.” It follows, there¬ 
fore, that although the grants by the Peshwa were not in lieu of, or in 
commutation for others, they were held in conjunction with ancient 
grants, and which was not brought to notice. 

12. AgaiO(—the Government will observe, on perusing the Sunud 

marked B sent to me by Captain Co’frper in proof of his as^^ertiau that 
the village was resumed in a. d. 1799-1300 (paragraph 6 of hia letter 
dated the 27lh of August last), that the village was not thereby resumed, 
but that an attachment only was levied on it, of the nature of a judicial 
process, for the recovery of a sum of money, and only so long^ a$ that 
money remain nnrecootrtd, 

13. It is true that the Sunud marked A does hot, as observed by 

Captain Cowper in the 2nd parapraph of the letter of the 27th of 
August last, specify the tenure, but Captain Cowper has omitted to 
point out that this omiBsion is supplied by the Bunud B, by which the 
attachment referred to in the last paragraph was levied, in which the 
tenarc re specified as ** Sqrinjaroee/* ^ 
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14. Agftin,—C*ptaia Cowpei fells Mf. Hart (paragraph 5) that {wa 

Veahay and Borganin^ were granted ^*at tt ftete graml, and not 
iH Hen of, ordti ri/mnce' to any previoni one,** in d, 1777- 78. 

15. ’ The words in italics were italicised by Captain Cowper 
himaelff and the object of this emphasis was^ I presume, to impress on 
thd Government that Bhoslay^s claim as aStirinjamdar commenced in, 
a, n* 1777-78, the fact being, aa it appears lo mo, that the anci^ant grant 
of Sheiuigautn and Ghargaum was at that vety time in the possesaiod 
of the Sarinjamdar and hU family, and held, according Captain Cowper’s 
own subseqaent ahowirig,“Oiie from before k. n. 1751-53 to the British 
conquest, even aecordiog to Captain Cowper himself till a. iv ISOO, 
when it ’waa temporarily attached in consequence of the family feud ; 
and the other certainly in a. d* 1752-53, and perhaps Eft early" aa a, n* 
1747*48 (Captain Cowper's letter of 27th August 1853, paragraphs 
2 and 8), 

16. Captain Cowper’s letter to Mr. Hart ia principally composed of 
the account of villages held one year and four years, and then resumed *, 
and adds that in the Mnrathoe documents recorded by the Agent he 
has found nothing relating in any way to the grant of any of the villagca 
flpeelbed by him; and for this obvious reason, that these grants and 
exchanges were totally irrelevant to the question before me, and only 
of the least importance as showing the influence of the Burinjamdar in 
getting good villages exchanged for bad ones,—point before me 
being the date of the originah Su^rjnjam, ^ 

17. Mr. Hart^s letter handing up Captain Cowpor’e consists only of 
the notice of a clerical error in Mr, Brown's fists made in the transcript 
of Mr, Hlphinstone's note, to which note has been joined the note ou 
the case immediately following it. I should have expected from Mr. 
Hart, instead of stalking of the ** nonsense” written {as if a clerical error 
did not generally convert sense into nonsense) and of " carelessness,” 
he would have pointed out—'What he can hardly have failed to ob¬ 
serve—that in the process of bidding Mr. Elphinstone's Bnrinjam list, 
part of the notes was botind in so as to §^ive the two notes the appearance 
of being- one;^Xhe error of the clerk is so obvious as to have been 

beneath notice, 

■ 

18. Mr. Brown's decision is, then, 1 believe, sfricily correct. 

I have the bononr to he, See. 

(Signed) J, Warden, 

Late Agent for Sirdars. 


Monibay, 5ih November 1853. 
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J, Mansoh, Esq, 

■ 

SiKj—-In reference to ycnr Irelter No- 2StI daied the 6th of thismontht 
I have the honour to request you will fnvoar me with anthe'iiticaled 
eatrnots from the Peshwaa’ Dnftarj tracing the alienation of Sherasgaam 
^and Ghar^imm from their origiaal grant to their reanmption, 

1 Bhalt also be obliged by your favouring me with anthentjcaled 
fopina of the Sunuda and other documents referred to in Captain Cow- 
per'ft letter to your predecesBor, No. 114 dated March 7thf 1853« 
t enclose a Murathee memorandum of these papeie, 

1 have the honour to be, dte. 

^ (Signed) J. Wamdem* 

Poona, August 1B53. 


No* 24GiS* 

From C. J. Maixson, Esq*, 

Inam Commissioner, 

To the Honorable J. WAsuEn, Esq., 

Late Agent for Sirdare in tho Deccan. 

Dated KirkeCf 1st September 16£d. 

Sra,*^! have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 13th August 1853* and, in repty, forward an original letter 
No. 411 of the 27th ultii^o, with accompanimentB, from my Assistant, 
Captain Cowper* * 

J have the honour to be, Afc* 

(Signed) C* J. Mavson, 

Inam T^ommissjoner. 


OF 1853* 

From Captain T, A* Cowper, 

Aavietant Inam Commisftiouer, 

To C. J. MaKson, Esq*, 

Inam Commissioner^ 

Datid Po«n^ 27th August 1853* 

Sta,—In returning the aocompaniments to your letter No, 2385, of 
the 17th instant, I have the honour to transmit copies of the regielry of 
the undermentioned Sunndp, referred to in my letter No. 114 of the 7lh 
March 1853. 

2c 
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SauQf]} the rcgii^iry of which in the diary of the 13th 
Sumaa BubaJa {a* p. 1778-79), b fburtd transferred to the 
Jeifger of that year^ granting to Trinibukjee Rajeh Bhoslay, «« a new 
grant, and not in lien of, or with reference to any previous one^ the 
Moo^oor Mamleh Umuh of the undermentioned two vilHgea, valued 
at Rs. 2]Q23-5-0 

1* Moaj^ Veehay, Turaf Havailee, Prant Kurraf* 

2. Mouj£ Borgatiro, Turaf Sattara. 

2ttd .—A Sunnd) the registry of which in the diary of the8th Rubee- 
ool-Awol, Sumaneeo (a. n* 1779-80), is found transferred to the 
ledger of that year, granting Lo Trimbtikjee Bajeh Bhoslay, in*lleif of 
the villages above mentioned, and which were resumed, the Jagbeer, 
Babtee, and Sordeshmookee Umuls of the two villages low named, 
at n valuation of Rs. 3,010 

1. Mouj^ Mcer^apoor, Purgiina Danderphul. 

2. Moujc Bukterpoor, Purguna Koomharee* 

3/d,-—A $unud, the registry of which in the diary of the l^th Ru- 
jub, Sulats Sumaneen (a. p. 1782-83), ia found transferred to llm 
ledger of that year, roEuming the villages named in the Sunnd last 
mentioned, and granting tn their stead, at a valuation of Rs. 1,935,— 

1. The Jaghcer, Babtee, and Mokassa Umuls of Moujc Dander* 
phul Khoord, Purguna Danderphul. 

3. The Jagheer and Babtee Umuls of Monje Nimbganm Khoord, 

Purguna Danderphul. « * 

' 2- The village of Shernsgaum was resumed frdm Eyajee Powar 
and granted (on what tenure is not specified)' to Trltnbukjee Rajeh 
Bhoslay, by a Bunud addressed io one Hagho Uovind, and registered 
in chediary of ihe^tb Hubce*ool*AUhir,£sunay Khnmsain (a. d, 1751-52). 
A Cbpy of the registry was forwarded with Captain Cowper^s letter 
No. 286 of tbe 5th July last. 

3. The village is entered in the forth coming accounts of Purguna 
Newasseh up to the year Suman SumaueeD (a. n. 1787-88), as alienated 
to Trimbukjee Bhoslay, 

4, The accounts for the neit year (Teesa Sumaneen, a. n. 1788-89) 
of Purguna Newnsaeh show the village aa then alienated to Uungajee 
Rajeh Bhotlay, son of Tiimbukjee Rajeh Bhoslay. 

6. It ^appears fram tbe accounts, that at some period between a. d. 
1788-89 and l799-l800f tbe village must have passed into the hands 
of Sewajec Bbgslay, the son of Gungajee Bhoslay named itj the last 
paragraph; I have no\ deemed it necessary to delay this letter by a 
Health through all the accounts to ascertain the exact year in which the 
sou succeeded Ihe father, as T presume it cannot alfeci the i,nquiryi 
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6. Sewajee Bboalay appears to have held the viUge up to Myalaln 
(a. Di l799-i0OO), ia which year it ie shown to have been resumed by a 
Sunud, the registry (copy ts beiewith tranBmilted) of which in the diary 
of the 16th Bhaban, Myatain (a. n. 17994806)^ is found transferred to 
the ledger of that year. 

7. The village from a. i>» 1799*1800 up to the latest year for which 

accounts are forthcotning (a. 1816-17} is shown to have been in tbv 

bands of the Goverument. 

8. I have now to affoid the history of the other village (Gbargaum), 
which is equally clear in every respect^ excepting the exucl date of 
gr^nt^ which I have been unable to trace, ^All that I have been able lo 
determine with certainty is that its Swuraj Umui, valued at Rs. 955-4-O* 
was granted to Trimbukjee Bhoslay subsequently to a» n* 1746-47, and 
prior to A. u, 1752-53. In the former year it ia found entered in a list 
of villages distinguishing those alienated in the name of the 6 ts1 wife 
of the Sattara Eaja, and in the laltcrj in a aimilaT Ost, under the gene* 
ral h^ad of ^'Guards/* a documeut (an account of mauagemeut of 
Purguna Eaujungaum) of a still later date (a. n, 1754-55}, showing it 
as alienated to Trimbukjee Rhoslay, and showing, also, that he wan 
one of the “ guards/^—eo that he may be considered to have held the 
Umul, certainly in a. n. 1752*53, and perhaps as early as a. n, 1747-48. 

9- The Swuraj Umul of Ghargaum is shown by a Surinjam nienio- 
randum dated a. o. 1771-72 (copy of which is ttao^mittedj to have pai^bed 
into the hands of Trimbukjee’s son, Suntajee Bhoslay, in a. d. 1761-62 
(Esunay Seetain), 

10. The Swuraj Umul is shown to have cotilinued alienated unlit 

n, 1805*06 (Beet Myatain), in which year h was resumed by a Su* 

nud registered in the diary of the ^9th Mohuruin (copy herewith trans* 
mitted). ^ 

11. From A. D. 1805-06 Co the latest year for which accounts urn 
forthcoming (a. d, 1814-15), the proceeds of the Swuraj Umul arc shown 
to have belonged to, and to have becn^realised by the Goverament. 

12. The history of Bherusgaum and of the Swuraj Umul of Ghar* 
gaum is so clear that I have thought it best to submit at once this letter, 
under the impression that it will be found to'aflbrd ail the information 
the Honorable Mr. Warden requires. Should, howisvar, a transcript of 
the entry jn each forthcoming account of each year, for the last seventy 
years of the Peshwas* rule, be still wanted, it shall be prepat^dj but its 
preparation will take a considerable time. • 

J have tha honour to be, 

m 

(Signed) T. A. Cowper, Captain, 
ASiSistant Inatn Commissioner. 
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To C. J* MAflflOif, Efq. 

Sjs,—I n reference to the 7 lh paragraph of Captain Cowpe?» loiter 
of the 27th of last month, which accompanied yours to my addrcie of 
the 1st of this mouth| I shall be obliged by your informing me the 
amount realised year by year by the Peshwa*s GoTernment from the 
year a. d. 1799-1800 to a. t >. 1816-17, from the Tillage of aheruagaum, 
which in the previous paragraph is said^to have been resumed. 

Your Aasistant may also, perhaps, be able to inform me of the nWes 
of the villages, the revenue of which represented the resumption, en¬ 
tered in the name of Trimbukjee Eajeb Bhoslay, under the words 
** 1,200 rupees lesumcd** in Mr. Elphinatone’s $urinjam lists. * * 

I have the honour to bc^ &c. 

lO/A September 1853. (Signed) J. Warden. 


No, 2647. 

From C. J. Makbok, Esq., 

Inam Commissioner, 

To the Honorable J. Warden, Esq., 

Late Agent for Sirdars. 

Dated Kirkee^ 22nd September 1353. 

Sir, —I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 10th instant, and to forward‘an original letter. No. 455 of yester¬ 
day’s date, from my Assistant, Cap tain Copper, adbrding, as far as 
practicable, the information required by you regarding the village of 
Sherusgaum. 

I have the honour to be, Acc. 

(Signed) C. J. Mahson, 
Inam Commissioner. 


No. 456 OF 1863. 

From Captain T. A. Cowfbr, 

Assistant Inam Commissioner, 

To C. j. MANSorf, Esq,, 

Ibam Commissioner. 

Dated Poonaf September 1853. 
Sir,'-'I have the honour to afliord, as far as practicable, the information 
regarding the village of Sherasgaum ctalkd for in your letter No. 2500 
of the 12th instanL 
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2, By the e&me Saaad (w« paragraph 6 of Captain Cowpet^B letter 

No, 41^ of the 37th whiob resumed Sheruagaam m a. e, 

17^-1300) the maaagetaeat (Komavis) of the village was made ov*er to 
Manajee Biaday'* 1 have been unable to discover how long it remained 
with himf neither can the results of his management be ascertniaed, as 
there are no accounts of it forthcoming from among the Feshwaa' records^ 
although it is possible that some may be hereafter discovered among 
the enormous number of accounts of the late Gorernment which have 
lately been collected, 

3, Up to A, It. 1809’10r whether Shernsganm remained in the hands 
of ^anajee Sinday or not cannot be ascertained ; during cither the 
whole or a portion of thb period, however (t. e. from a, n, 1900-01 to 
1909^10}^ it ia shown by forthcoming accounts to have been deserted 
(osar). 

4* In the diatrici accounts of management which are forthcoming 
for A, D. 1800-OLf 1806-07} 1807-03} and 1303-09} ShoruBgaum ia either 
deducted as alienated (to whom not apeclhed)} .or as a deserted village* 
It is, therefore, probable that up to the laslnamed year it remained 
under Hcparate management, for which the district offioer was not re* 
sponsibla^ In the account for 1900-01 this is recorded, and it la stated 
that no information could be pbtained regarding Bherusgaum, . 

5. In A, P> 1309-10 Sheruagaum had been incorpomted with the 
Government villages in the district (Newasseh), and this is the first year 
for which accountB showing the realizations of its revenue arc forth* 
coming; Rs» 15 are sh^own as the &moant realized and credited to 
Government under the he^d of ** Revenue of resumed villages,^' From 
the imalincts of this amount, it seems probable that Bherusgaum 
remained deserted up to a, d. 1808-09, 

6. In A. n. 1811-12 the amount realized from Bheruegaum is not 
ascertainable, but that revenue was realized, and Government, Is 
shown by an account of management of the Mokassa* Umul of the 
di$tricti in which document the following entry is found 

Bhemsgaum has now been resumed, bat the Government manager 

will not pay the share of its revenue.” 

7. For A, P. 1813*13 an- account of the Datnre specified in the last 
paragraph is forthcoming, and contains a similar entry. 

8. In A* D, 1812-13 it is certain, however, that the revenue of She- 
rUBgaum was realized by the Government managei;of the district, as in 
a subsequent account of managenent of his for a. p, 1814-1^,‘ the out¬ 
standing balance of a. p. 1812-13, amounting to Hs,2-3-9, is shown to 

have been realized and credited to Government. 

* 

• The MobHte UmciJ of the dii^pct hid bets ilwiyi lepinttly tzumaged ud 
for to-Gorenmitiit. 
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9. For D. 1813-14 DO acooUDt ts foirUicoming} bnt it eqaatly 
certain that in this y«ar Government realized tb« revenue o^Sherue- 
ganni} as in the account lor a, n. 181405 referred to in the last para¬ 
graph the outHtmnding balance for a , n. 1813-14} amoubiitig to Re. 25 ^ 
is shown to have been realized and credited to Government, 

10. For A. n. 1914-15 the account of management referred to in the 
laBt two paragraphs is forthcoming, but aa the amount realized through¬ 
out the district is shown only in the aggregate, the sum which Sherus- 
gaum paid cannot be ascertained. 

11 i For A. n. 1915-16 no account showing the realizations of Ihe 
vDUge or district ia forthcoming. , 

. ' 12. Accounts of the management of the Feshwa’s oOicer for a. n. 
1917*18 cannot, of course, be forthooming, as, before that year terminated, 
British rule had been introduced ^ but the records contain an account 
showing the amount for which Bajce Rao farmed the district at the 
commencement of the year. This document does not specify the amount 
at which each village was farmed, but that Shernsgaum was one of 
them is proved by a detailed memorandum, drawn up at the same time, 
and i»howing in d&t^U the villages deducted as alienated, Sherusgaum 
hot being one of them, 

13. 1 have been unable to ascertain^he names of the villages, the 

reVenueB of which repTcscnted the Rs. 1,200 entered as resumed from 
TrJiubukjee Bajeh Bhoslay in Mr. Elphinstone’s lists, although I have 
availed myself of the asBistance of Baojee Fendsay in my endeavours 
to discover any doouroenls among the records of the Pcccan Commis- 
eioQ affording the information. 

I have the honour to be,' d&e. 

(digued) T. A. CowrBR, Captain, 

, Assistant Inam Comulissioner. 

(True copies) 

(Signed) J. WAanuH, 

"Late Agent for Sirdars, 


No. 31 OF 1954. 

From paptain T. A. Cowfer, 

Assistant Inam Commisyioner, 

To G. J. MAitsoH, Esq., 

Inam Commissioner. 

Dated Poona^ lS//i January 185-1. 

4 

fitR,—In returning the Honorable Mr, Warden’s letter dated the 5th 
Novembei last (explaining tlie clrcnmstancce under which the date of 
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origiTiai grant of the Surinjam continued at the eonqneat of the Deccan 
to PnmaliTam Hajeh Bho^lay, and which date had been correctly en¬ 
tered in Mr< Fllphin&lone'e Hs-t of the Jaghecrs, was altered in the tiats 
framed by the Agent, Mr. Warden, in 1844f and revised by his succe^r, 
Mr. Browo, in 1&47| such alteration, moreoveri bringing the holding 
into the olaaB of those entitled to hereditary conUnnance), which} with 
a copy of one, No. 5468 of the 20th ultimo, from the Chief Secretary 
t6"Gtovernment, accompaoied your memorandum, No, 2845 of the 22nd 
idem, I have the honour to submit the explanation called for, 

2. One of the first proposals which Mr. Elphinstone} after having 
in Jiis proclamation of the 11th Pebruary 1818 declared the Peshwa^s 
late dominions to have become British territory, made to the Governor 
General (sec Mr. Elphinstone's despatch of the 18th June 1818, refer¬ 
red to in paragraph 36 of Captain Cowper's report, No, 163 of the 2nd 
May 1853), was that “of providing for the Jagheerdara whom the 
evenia of the war had deprived of their power and posaesaloua, by 
leaving them their personof Jaghcers^*; and ibis proposal met with the 
perfect concutrence and sauciion of the Governor General in Council 
(reply, dated the 26th September 1818j from the Chief Secretary to the 
Government of India). 

3. Mr. Elphinstone then laid down certain rules for the guidance of 

the officers to whom he entrueted the requisite inquiry (forwarded lo' 
the Government of India with Mr. Elphinatoue’s letter of the 25ih 
October 1819); and the^Tlh of these rules declared,—” No Jagheer not 
acttialhj^ enjoyed up to the war to be restored, unless specially directed 
sO to be.^* * 

4. At an earlier Jatc Mr. Elphinstoue had promulgated rules for the 
conlinuance of Inam& (circular to Collectors, dated the 27th June 1818), 
and with regard even to these holdings of a permanent nature—^the 
Hurinjams being for the most part grants avowedly resumable at plea¬ 
sure—^he ordered,— 

“No right to possession is ever fhtended to be recognised that was 

not In force at the breaking nnt of the present war,’' 

5. A general statement of the Jagheerdare’ holdings and claims was 
next prepared by Mr. Elphinatone's Secretary, Mr. McDonnell, “who 
proceeded to compare the statements of the Jagheerdars ^with those 
drawn up m the Duftur, checking both by the accounts received from 
the Collectors. A complete register was framed 5n this comparison, 
showing the name of the holder of each Jagheer, the date and nature of 
the grant, the situation of the lands, and the sources of the revenue 
when ttol drawn from land, with Kumal or highest revenue, the revenue 


* /ferJicw^ by Cuptiiiii Cowper, 
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as Btated by the Jagheerdar^ and actnnl collectioot aa reported by our 
officera,” (Paragraph 5 of Mr, Blphinatone’a letter to the Oorerumeot 
of India dated the ^th October 1819), 

6, In Mr, McDonnells statement the Suiinjani, the aubjeot of the 
present diacnasioDj was entered as abown below ^ 

« No* 11.—Trimbukjee Ttajeh Bhoatay Waweeknr* 

**jAonEisn, ^ 4 

** Ahmednug-gVrT. 

Monj6 Danderphnl Khoord Rs. 1^226 0 0 

Mouj6 Njmbgaum Khoor^f Furguna DanderphaL 196 0 

Total*, , ,Rs. 1^422 13 0 

8het Sunud on Kuaba Wawee Ra, 75 0 0 

Total Jagheer, * ** Es, 1,497 13 0 

“ iVb^e.—>The Sardeshmookee of both tbe villages and the Mokassa 

of Neemganm amonnta to Es. 233-0*3, and belongs to Oovernmeat/’ 

7, On the 25th October 1819 Mr. Elphinstone reported the comple*^ 
tion of the plan (referred to in paragraph 2 of this letter) proposed in 
hia despatch No* 78 of the 18lh June 1919, for restoring tbe personal 
landa of the chief Ministers and other Jagheeidara of the Mnratha Go* 
vernment, and with his despatch sobmitted a ** Statement showing the 
Jagheers, or compensation in lieii^of them, to bf continued in. the coun¬ 
try conquered from the Peahwa/* 

9* The Surinjam under report was entered in Mr* Elphinstone^s 
statement in the Class of ^^BUledars," No* 11, as shown below;—^ 
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9. A “regisfer/* ahbwltig to whom iho Jagheew proposed to be con- 
tinned by Mr* Elphinetone were actually restored, wag submitted writh 
Mr, Chaplin’s letter of the 28th October 1822, No. 121, and lathis regis^' 
ter the SuriojaiTf under report was entered as having been, restored to 
“PuTUflhram Rajah Bhoalay/^ 

10. In the lists framed by the Deputy Agent for Sirdars, Mr. Warden, 
and dated the 3rd January 1834, this Surinjam was entered as No. 41 of 
tJUgl IL, the date of^riginal grant assigned being a. d* 1778. 

11. In Mr. Marriott's revised lists, submittod on the 6th March 

1834, the number assigned to this Surinjam was 46 of Class I, In 
other respects the entry in the Deputy lists was preserved- 

12. New lists were on the 23rd October 1840 submitted by the Agent, 
Mr, Mills, anfl in these the Surinjam of Purushram Rajeh DhosUy, 
as No. 48 of Class I., continued to be shown as a grant of a. n. 1778. 

13. The principles on which Mr. Mills had framed his lists were 
pronounced by the Honorable the Court of Directors lobe erroneous, and 
at variance with their intentionB. They, consequently, in a despatch. 
No, 17 of the 26th October 1842, directed that new lists should be pre¬ 
pared, under the following Rules:— 

I. (Paragraph 9 of Honorable Courl^a despatch.)—That “all Ja- 
gheers in Class I, of Mr. Mills' list, which bear dates anterior to 
1751, be, as Mr. Klphinstotic recommends, ^hereditary inthe fuUcft 
sense of the word,^ together with those of which the dates ^ are un¬ 
known, but which are known to be tsocient/’ 

II. (Paragraph 10 of Honorable Coort’a despatch.)—“ In addition 

to these ancient J^gheefH, all those of more recent date which were 
granted in commutation for the resumption of more ancient posses¬ 
sions (which U known to have been the case with some) are entitled 
in like manner to an hereditary tenure.^’ * 

HI. (Paragraph 13 of Honorable Court’s despatch.)—That “ with 
regard to Surinjam grants bearing date subsequent to 1751, resump¬ 
tion after a second generation from tfio conquest, making a pensionary 
provision equal to half the net proceeds of the Surinjam lands for the 
generation next eucoeeding, should be the general rule/* 

IV. (Paragraph 12 of Honorable Courfa despatch.)—That “ casca 
in which Mr. Elphinstonc may have recommended a more ^extended 
provision^ should be separately and specially considered, as alao any 
other cases deemed to require such consideration. ’ • 

14. Consequent upon these orders of the Honorable Court, the Agent 

for Sirdars, Mr. Warden, was directed to frame new "lists in the Chief 
Secretary’s letter No* 994 dated the 9th May 1843, the 3rd paragraph 
and the preamble, and the 3rd and 6th clauses of the 4(h paragraph of 
which are below quoted. ^ 

3c 
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*'3. r am further directed to request} that iu conformity with Ihe 
oidere contained in the despatch from the Honorable the Conrt of 
Directors} you will most carefully revise the amended lists of Deccan 
Jagheerdars submitted to Government by your predecessor^ Mr. MiltSf 
in 1840 and June lS4t, and remodel with great care those lists on tho 
principles laid down in that despatch, 

I am desired to request, that in carrying theae instructions into 
effect yon will insert in these new Hats aeparat# columns containing 
the following information in regard to each individual whose name is 
entered in the lists s— 

“3rd.—The date of the original grant, aa ascertained ftom'Bunuda 
or other documents, either on the records of the Foo^a Dufturor in 
the possession of the family to whom the Surinjam was granted. 
The utmost cate should be taken to guard against any fraud or de¬ 
ception on this point.” 

“ 6tft.—The tenure on which the Surinjam will be held by "the in¬ 
cumbent, on the principles laid down by the Court in their despatch 
dated 26th October last; and in any case in which you may be of 
opinion that those principles should be departed from, you are re¬ 
quested to submit to Government full information of the groundson 
which you may propose such deviation.” 

15. Mr. Warden’s lists were submitted with his letter No. 225 of 
the 29th December 1S44, the lOth and 11th paragraphs of which are 
as follows;— 

“10. As on theoecusion of preparing Surinjam lists, the important 
distinction was rot made between grants by the Mahomedan Govern¬ 
ment and R^Jas of Sattara, and those by the Peshwas, I contented 
myself with assigning, as the period when a grant began to take effect, 
the date of the earlii^dstgrant recorded in the Poona Duftur ; but when 
I have now found these docum¥;nts assign, as the motive of (he grant, 
that the grantee held a Surinjam in the time of the Rajas of Sattera, 
1 have altered the date of original grant, and placed it anterior to 
A,n* 1751; * Jagheers of which the dates are unknown, but which are 
known to be ancient, as well as those of more recent date, but which 

i| 

were granted in commutation for the resumption of ancient pos¬ 
sessions,* being treated by the Court of Directors with as much 
consideration as grants actually dated before a. i>. 1751, 

“11. I haVe, however, been careful not to adopt any date which 
IS not confirmed by- the Poona Duftur. These descriptions of claim, 
then, compose Class I, of ^urinjamdars^ whose estates are to be here¬ 
ditary *m the ftillest eenne of the word,*” 
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16. IdMt. lists this Sminjam was entered as shown below, 

as No* 11 of Class L;— < 
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17* Mr. Warden’s lists were returned for revision to his suciccssor, 
Mr* BrowHf with the Chief Secretary’s letter No* 1S% of the 9th May 
1846, in the 6th and 15th paragraphs of which Mr, Brown was specially 
warned against assigning to even a sing'le component pofiion of a Surln- 
jam any other date than that on which it had been actually granted, and 
his attention, was still farther directed m the latter paragraph (the 15th) 
to this important point in the following terms:— 

founder the column headed * Remarks,’clear and detailed informa*^ 
tion should in each case be given in regard to the proofs which exist 
of the Sarinjam having been granted to the family of the holder from, 
the date alleged. In all cases in which you are not pcrfo«tly satia-* 
fied of the coTrectnesa of the alleged date of grant,^you are requested 
to state your reasons for entertaining such doqbt*” * 

IS* Mr, Brownes revised lists were submitted to G^^vernment on the 
26th October 1847, and in them Furush ram Raj eh Bhoslay’a Surinjatn 
was entered, as shown on the next page, as No. 50 of Class I. 
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19. Finding thU Surinjnm to have b«en erroaeoti^Iy ebown aa grant¬ 
ed pEvor to A. n. 1751 in both the Ilatfi of 1844 and in tho^e of 1^7, I 
Bubmiltod, ODdcr tho Instmcliona noted in paragraph 4 of the Chief 
Secretary's letter No* 4175 of the 24th September 1852^ a report, No, 
114 of the 7tb Maroh 1853, which ia below tran^eribed 

have tho hoDouTf ondcr the ijistructione contained in paragraph 
^ 4 of the Secretary's letter No. 4175 of the 24th September 1853, to 
^poTi on the Surmjam numbered 50 of Class I. in the revised lists, 
Bobmitted to Goveinmeut under date the 26th October 1847, by the 
Agent for Sirdars, Mr. Brown. 

* “2. This holding was entered in the list of Burinjama fecom- 
mended to be declared hereditary, on the grounds of its having 
existed previous to the year a, n. 1751, and, thus designated, it was 
included in the general saDction conveyed in the Honorable Court of 
Directors^ despatch No. 15 dated 23nd May 1849, paragraphs 3 to 12. 

“3, J3nt the evidence afforded by the records of the Peshwas* 
Government seems to me clearly to prove that the Honorable Court 
have passed this decision on erroneous information, inasmuch 
neither the Surmjam in question, nor any other SuTinjam in Ueu of, 
or in commutation for which the present one was granted, were held 
previous to A. n. 1751, or for twenty-six years afterwards, 

<‘4. Mr. Blphinstoners list of Jagheers, transmitted to the Govaru- 
toent of India on the 25th October lS19j shows this Surmjam to have 
been held for years. This agrees with the date of odgiuai 

grant as now ascertained,—-i. e . a* d. 1777*78,—sup posing Mr* f^lphin- 
stone to have calfmlatetl up to a* n. 1819, the year in which his lists 
were framed. 

5* By a Sunud the registry of which is forthcoming under dale 
the 13th Eutnian, Suman Babain Mya wu Ulluf (ai d. 1777*78), the 
PesHwa granted to Trimbuhjee Eajeh B host ay, as a new ^ranty and 
not in lieu of or with referenee to any previous one, the ‘ Hoozoor 
Mamleh^ Umuls of the undermentioned two villages, valued at 
Rs* 2,023*5*0 :—* 

1. MouJ^ Veehay, Tnruf Havatlee, Praut Xurrar* 

2. Mouje Borgaum, Turuf Sattara* 

**6, In A* D* 1779-80 the above mentioned grant was restiefied, and m 
its stead, by a Sunud the registry of which is forthcoming under date 
the 8th Rubee*ool-Awul, Sumaneen Mya wu Ulli^f (a, d* 1779-80), 
the Jagheer, Babtee, and Sardeshmookoe Umuls of the undermen* 
tioned two villages were granted to Trimbukjee firUjeh Bhgslay^ at a 
valuation of Rs. 2,010;— 

1* Mouj4 Meerzapoor, Purguna Danddrphul. 

3* Mouj6 Bukterpoor, Pur gun a Koombaree. 
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. Thb Jast Suuud did not long continue in force; the villager 
were rceumed in a. n. 1782'83} and the following grant wna made, the 
grounds aseigoed being that the villages praviotiely granted had been 
found unproductive. The registry of thie third 8unud is foribooming 
nndei date the 15th Rujnb, Solas Sumaneen Mya wu Ullnf (a. d. 
1783-&3), and grants to Ttimbulcjee Eajeh Bhoslay, at a valuation of 
Re. 1,925,— 

1. The Jagheer, Babtee, and Mokasea Umule of Mouje Dander- 
phul Khoord, Purgnna Banderphui. 

9. The Jagheer and Bablee XJitiula of Mouje Nimbganm Xhoord, 
Purguna Danderpkal, 

*‘3. The word Surinjam is not used In any of the above Sunods; 
in eackf however, the grant is described in the same terms, the 
villages being specified aa alienated (Doomalla) for the support of the 
family of the grantee (Kootoombache begmecs, > 

" 9. On referring to the Murathec doonmentsrecorded by the 4<^tit 
in this ease, I have found nothing relating in any way to the grant 
of any of the villages specified in my dth, 6th, and 7th paragraphs, 
neither does the claimant appear to have made any slalement of his 
case, nor to have furnished any proof in the shape of Sunuds—at least, 
nothing of the kind is forthcoming. 

"10. In the lists of Sutinjama framed by Mr, Mills, the original 
grant (entered in the liats as No. 48 of Class I.) to Trimbukjee Rajeh 
Bhoslay is stated to have been Jtiade in a, u. 1778,—the correct date, 
and the one which agrees with Mr, Elphinstone*s list. 

“11. In Mr. Warden*s Hste of 1844 the 8nrinjam (entered in 
the list as No, 11 of Class I.) is stated to have been granted before 
A* n. 1751, and the column of remarks contains the following entry:—^ 
“ ^Thc earliest actual grant recorded in the Dufmr is dated 
A. D. 1760; but in this it is said that it existed in the time of the 
Sattara Rajas/ 

“ 12. In Mr. Brownes revised liats of 1847, the entry of 1844, 
described in the last paragraph, is preserved intact** 

“13. Under the circumstances above reported, Ibis Surinjam, 
which is shown by the revised lists to be of the estimated annual 
value of Rs. 1)497-5-3, should, apparently, have been, according to the 
Rules laid down by the Honorable Court, included in the class of 
Barinjains entitled to continuance for two generations, and a moiety 
of the net proceeds in money to the third, and shonld not have been 
entered as an hereditary holding.^’ 

* Thu require! correefign, hu bwn made in the 56tlL purngraph of ihii letter^ 

(Signed) T. A. Cowpsn, Ctptnmj 

Auuhiiit luua Commiiiic3it:T. 
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So, Tte InflUi Commisaioneif, Mr. Hart, submitted my report to 
Govfltjiment with the following letter, No, 1929 of the Utli^April 
1853;— 

“I have the hoaonr of anbmitling a letter, No. 114 dated 7ih 
Mttfch 1853, from my Assiiteot, Captain Cowper, reporting on the 
Sutinjam entered as No. 5D of Claea 1. in the revised Burinjam Hate. 

0 2. In the absence of Kyfeeuta, &c. noticed in Captain Cowpet'a 
paragraph, it is Irtiposaible to toll whether it was from the fraud 
or carelessness of the serv'anCs of the Agenfs establishment that the 
erroneous information given in the list was admitted into it^ bat 
j:hal; carelessness had something to do ^ith its preparation is avident 
from the fact that in the column of the revised list which professes 
to give Jilr*Elphimione^s reasons for the grant, is found the following 
entry :— 

*^^ClafiS Silledars, No. ll.«G rand father to the Itaja of Sattara, 
To retain his Jagheci Land at Hyderabad ceded to the Nizam/ 
fteredUary.’ 

" This entry, which is of course nonsense, 1 find to be made up of 
two of Mr, ElphlnstoDe’s entries relating to distinct cases, one the 
Jagheer of Bhoslay, the other one of a person named Kowree, No. 12 
of the same class in Mi. Elphinstone^s list, 

**3. Whether Government decide on continuing Bhoalay^s Suru- 
j.aTn according to Mr. ElphinEtoneV recommepdation, or according to 
the Honorable Coutt^,s recent it is right that they should do so 

with a knowledge of actual facts. T have, therefore, considered it 
necessary to submit Captain Cowper^s letter with the above observa¬ 
tion on a point not noticed by him.” 

21. The orders of Government were received in the Politionl Secre¬ 
tary's letter No. 2171 of the I7lh May 1853, below quoted 

“ I am directed by the Bight Honorable the Governor in Council to 
acknowledge the reeeipt of your letter No. I929dated the 14th ultimo, 
forwarding one from your Assistant, Captain Cowper, reporting on the 
Surinjam entered as No. 50 of Class I. in the revised Sutinjam lists. 

2. Vou do not appear to have been aware, when addressing the 
above letter to Goveinmeni, that Pnrushram Rajeh Bhoslay, the last 
bolder of the Surinjam in question, having died without Jeaving any 
male issue, orders were Issued by Government on the 9th March 1852 
for the resumpUoa of the above grant. * • 

“ 3. In making this intimation I am desired to forward to you copies 
of two letters from this department to the CoUeetdr of Ahmednnggur 
and the Commissioacr at Sattara, the former dated the 9th March, 
No. 1008 of 1852, and jke latter dated the 27th January, No. 418 of 
1853.' 
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A copy of yotiT co[nmaQLOElia!i has b«en forwattled to the 

Ag^nt for Sirdars in the Deccan, in order that thar« may be a record 

in his office of the erroneous nature of the information contained in 

the revised Sarinjam lista of 1844 and 1847 relative to this grant.*' 

22. The Ijtam CoinTniesioner*s report and my own were forwarded 

to Mr. Warden, who was requested in the Chief Secretary** letter 
No. 2173 of the 17th May last to afford explanation relative to Uip^ 
alteration of dates noticed by me. * 

23. To this call the Honorable Mr. Warden, having meanwhile 
become a member of the Government of Bombay, has replied in a letter 
dated the 5th November lart, which has been now referred for my 
explanation. 

24. The Honorable Mr. Warden'* 2nd paragraph detineB the case 

under discussion as that of Trimbukjee Itajeh Bhoslay, grandfather 
of the Haja of Sattara, who was placed on the throne by the British Go¬ 
vernment in A, V . 1818/' 1 would explain that Trimbukjee’a son, 

Shahoo, had been adopted by the Raja of Sattata, and thus it was that 
Trimbukjee*s grandson occupied the throne in 1818, 

25. The 3rd paragraph of the Hcnorable Mr. Watden*s letter de¬ 
scribes the village of Sherusgaum as^haviug been on the accession of the 
British Government found alienated to Trimbukjee Rajeh Bhoslay; but 
this seems to me an incorrect description of the state in which the vil¬ 
lage was found, as the Honorable Mr. Warden in the same paragraph 
has explained that it (Sherusgaum^ had been placed under judicial 
ntlachment’* seventeen years before the war with the Peshwa broke out, 
and that *^at ihe British conquest the judicial''attac(|ment had not been 
raised’* (concluding portion of paragraph 7 of the Honorable Mr. 
Warden’s letter). 

2b. Under thece circumstances T should describe the village as one 
which Aad alienated, but which, having been placed under attach^ 
inent many years before the Pesbwa*s fall, was found by the British 
authoritiea wjf alienated, but in 'the hands of the Government, and 
managed by Government officers. 

27. The Honorable Mn Warden has described the attachment of 
Sherusgaum as a judicial” one; 1 am not aware that the attachments 
made during the reign of the last Peshwa, Bajee Bao, admit of sueh a 
distinction as this being drawn; but however this may be, I would 
particularly aolicit attention to the fact that Mr. Elphinstone did not even 
make the attempt; he laid down as a general rule—■“ No Jagheer not 
actually enjoyed up to the war to be restored, unless specially directed 
so to be** (see paragraph 3 of this ietter); and be still more explicitly 
explained it to be his intention to allow no .inquiry into ibe why or the 
wherefore of the state of things which existed when Ihe war with the 
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SS 

irirett tt« infotwcl ftll No right at 

potfloMrioai ia avaricrtaiuM to be reeogiiW'that wa« nbt In force al the 
broftkioj^ oat of th* preeenl W4r/* (Site fnregmph 4 of this letter.) 

28. 'In mj report No 4i91bf the 19th October l&At, 1 had ocoasion 
to refer to a very striking illustration of the vorking of Mr. Elpbih^ 
Htoae’e orderi on this subject | * pr^rtion of the remarks I then oflfeied 

meet the present case, and are below transcribed i— 

** S. I have thought it necessary thus specially lo allude to the 
village of Jbwkerreh, whioh Mr. El phi n stone did not restore,^ be- 
oauie the ease is one proving, it appears to me, beyond doubt, that 
the Peshwa^s title, nor tWb acta, nor anything else, 

were held to confer a right to the restoration of that which was not 
* actually enjoyed up to the war,’ 

9. Tl requires no great search to discover a motive for thin 
arrangement, which was not Hiore simpie than eqaitahle. The late 
rulers and magnates of the conquered country, whatever they might 
expect from the generosity of the victors, could not suppose that the 
British OoverDment would place them in possession of that which 
they did not hold when the war broke obt^ while, on the other hand, 
Mr. Elpliinktone must have known the pre-exiadng state of aHTairs too 
well not to be aware that to attempt an inquiry into the ads of the 
Pefihwa^s Government, or into the acts of others which that Gbvern ► 
meat tolerated, would bare been a simple impossibility ] and it is 
not, therefore, diMcult to nuderstand why he should have based his 
arrangements on a broad rule which was just In principle, intelligible 
lo the people, and aagily oarried out in practice.*^ 

29. Government will perceive, then, that I have considered Mr. 
Elphinstone’s orders as conclusive, and that 1 have, in consequence, not 
hiitmho attempted to asoertaln or to discuss the circumstances under 
which the Pesh was* kltachnients were made; I have looked wterefy to 
the condition of the bolding at the intjodnction of the British Govern* 
ment, aopposingthis to have been the onl^ point which Mr. Elphinstone 
deemed it necessary to ascertain, the only point which Was allowed' to 
influence his decision, and the only point, therefore, which h can now 
he necessary to refer to. 

30. With this explanation I proceed to afford all the infcrmalion I 
have been able to obtain, elucidatory of the circumstances which inter¬ 
vened bet ween the attachment of the village ofSherusganm in I?95-1800, 
and its being'Cbuiid in "the hands of the late Feshwa*s^m^ageTs at the 
introduction of the British rdle. 

31. The jStinud ordering the attachment of Bhemsg^m directed 
that It should be faimed am the sum of Es. 6,000 should have been 

realited from itj to reimburse two persons (to one of whom the farm 
4c 
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•wai afleigned) who' bid advaneadfllt^ 6j000 fof^lhtf'payniiBt «9(d dla- 
cha^e of some irregnJif aolditry who held twoifiohibertdf tbt^iaiaily 
in confinemcDt at th*'inrtanee of two oihera, there being at thfii;^me 
a fend in the fafxiUy, to adjust which the Ooveintnent interfered/’ 
paragraph 7 of the Honorable Mr, Warden^s letter^) 

■ 33. Such was the ortjgw of theattaofament; the clrcnmstanees w4doh 
followed i\f and lasted till the end of the Peshwas* rule, are thul de* 
scribed in the paragraph of the Honorable Mr. Warden'a letter (the^t) 
from which I have just quoted:— 

’ “ How long the village remained with this farmer is dot known ; 
but as the Fnrguna Newasseh, in v^lcb it is Hituated, had gonetgTeatry 
to w|iBtc for i«>tne yfears, it is probable that the interval between’ a. d. 
1800 and a. d- 1817 did not suHice to discharge the dfebt with which 
it was burdened, or the proceeds, as in other oases, were possibly * 
be^zled’ by the pnblic officers m the anarchy that immediately pre¬ 
ceded the British conquest; but be that as it may, it so befell that at 
the British conquest the judicial attachment had not been rhisfed.” 

I am not aware on what authority this statement has been made, but 
I must explain that it is not borne out by the Peahwas^ records, and 
that I pointed this out as clearly as I could, in my letted of the Slsi 
September last, No, 445, a copy of which the Honorable Mr. Warden 
has submitted to Government. In that letter (paragraphs 5 to 12) I 
stated that in 1808-09 Shertisgaum was regularly incorporated with the 
Government villages in the district; that it thus remained up to the war in 
1817; that during this period its revenues were realized Governtnentj 
and not by the person for the payment of a sum due to whom it had 
been originally attached ; and lastly, that at the commencement of the very 
year at the tloec of which the Peshwas’ rule terminated, it was farhbed, 
with the rest of ibe district, on account of Government The following arc 
the paragraphs of my letter in which this information was afforded:— 

**5. In A. n. 1809^10 Sherusgaum had been incorporated with the 
. Government vitlages in the district (Newaeseh), and this is the first 
year for which accounts showing the realizations of its revenue are 
. forthcomibg. Bs, 15 are shown as the amount realized and credited 
to Government under the head of * Revenue of res’umed villages/ 
From the smallness of this amount it seems probable that Shems- 
. gaum remained deserted up to a, u. 1868-09. 

** 6. 'In X, n.'Idll-lS the realized from Sherttsgauim is not 

. ascertainable, but that revenue was realized, and by Government i* 
shown by an" account of management of the Mdkassa* Umurof the 
^ ‘ distrietf in which'document the following entry is found:—^ Sherus- 

* " HiA M{^atst nf the dUtnet had Irtco alwnyi leptaf iteTy Danagoda^ Rccoantod 

fof to Ooi^uineot.” 



^ gimt bo4B rai^siad, luot th« Gdtenun«iit mELnA^er wiU. not 

■■ ^ , , ^ ■ . 

^^7*^ ^<9ir A sn accoont of the nature specifieditt the lest 

'|9uragiaph U forthoofniBg, and ^contains ^a iimllar entiy. 

** S* ’ In, Ar-n, IjSUSklS^it is^efttaini - however, that the revenue of 
. ' llhwaefanin waa^realissed by l4»e Oovernment manager of tbe dietriet, 
Bsin-a ei^eequeac 400014at of management of hU for a. n, 1814*t5^ 

. the 'Ontataadio^ balanoe- 6f a* n.-1811^13^ amounting to Ra. fi-3-9v4s 
shown to have been realized i^nd credited to Government, 

V 9* ^ For A, n,. 1813-14^ aocoaat ia forthcoming, but It is equally 
q^Tta^n.that in this year Governnjent rea^zed Ihe rovenue of 3hems- 
' gaum, as in the account for a, d, 1814-15, referred to in the last 
paragraph, the. optataading balance for a, n, lSld-14, amoaating to 
Es. 25, is shown to have been realized and credited to Government, 

“ 10. For A. n, 1814-15, the account of management referred to in 
the last two paragraphs is forthcoming, but as^the amount realized 
thiolighout the dialrict U shown only in the aggregate, the sum 
which Sheruegantn paid cannot be ascertained. 

“ 11. For A. n. 1815-1.6, no account showing the realizations of ^he 
village or district is forthcoming, 

12. Accounts of the management of the Peshwa's officera fot 
A, D. Idl7'‘ld cannot, of egurae, be forthcoming, as before.that. yeui* 
terminated British rale had been introdaced; but the rcco^s opntaiii 
an account showing t^e amount for^ which Bajeye Eao farmed the dis¬ 
trict at the commencement of the year. This document does not 
specify the amount at which each village was farmed, but that 8heros- 
gaum was one of them is proved by a detailed memorandum drawn 
up at the same lime, and showing in detail the villages jlednoted as 
alienated, Sherusgaum not being one of them,*' , 

33. Surely I can scarcely be wrong in consideiiug this, conolnsive 
proof that at the British conquest not only had the attachment no4 been 
Raised, but that the village had been edmpfetefy and taken, posses¬ 

sion of and on account of the GovernminL 
,34. The &th paragraph of the.,Honorable Mr. Worden!# letter.Is 
given below entire. It explains the Honorable Mr. Waxen’s reasons 
for believing the entry in the lists a.f 1847, based upon tha^in the lists 
of 1844, to be ** strictly correct,’' and it i#^therefore, necessary for me to 
state,,as clearly,and aucclnclJy as possible, thegrpunds upon ^hich I 
arrived at a different opinion i— 

1 ^^8. It.jj? atatad in the'Bemarlu’rin my: Surlnjaln list, ^ ^Bpc^cts 
this grant—^ earlieat aotuaV grant recorded ift is dated 

A. j>. 1760; but in tl^islt ia said that it existed in l^e time oi the Sat- 
' tiara ^ • 
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<. l^baTfftunif whiek. r9eife«jw4:i^k>^ aAtaebmcvA^^^I^ it 

^..Suimd, copy md iranviaUoii^of Ike regietiyi^of whiok aw aDncsod^juid 
marked C. TJ^e^Soaadt itLconjab/itioii with the.ooirtei^ of 

that marked A jmd the&ot of the graabse beioga member of tbeko^OHe 
of Sattarai W^ea U beya^ dobajla that the grant was a Sattaift gMiHt; 
, and as the HoftorabU the Conrc of DkectDre^ perefraph 9i of.their 

, ^despatch dated Ootobev 25lh^ J.34Sf directed tthat all Jagkeera.which 
beat dates anterior, to 1751, ^^getiher with thoie which are 
. known (aa this was oertainly knowh)> to be aocientf ehontd be 
hereditary in the fullest eense of the word, there is no doubt ;4iat 
Mr. Brownes decdsien, based ^on my remark, is atriotiy correct^ and 
that if the grantee had preferred to take the waste tillage of 6faeruB'> 
gaum, which formed part of hie ancient Jagheeiv inatead of the more 
fertile villages of Nimbgauoi and Danderpbul, of which the I^hwa^s 
and firitiah Surinjams compoeed,^ Mr. Klphinatoue would have 
gladly acceded to a rei^al by ^which the British GovernmcBt 'would 
have profited.*’ - . 

■ The entry in the liate of 1844 framed by the Agent, Mr. Warden 
(see pamgraph 16 of tJws latter), appaars tome to have been either incor¬ 
rect or incomplete in Ihe ioJiowing tnaiamees :— 

Isf.—No allusion Was anywhere made to the alteTationdf the date 
of original gTtmt, a. n. 1778 (see paragraphs 8, 10,'11, 12, and 16 of 
this letter), assigned by Mr. EJphinstond And preserved in th^ ^ats 
of 1834 and 1S40, although in otber cases, where such alteration was 
made, Idte requisite expHtnation was adbrdbd. ^ , 

Sfuff^Tfae only ejcplanation afforded in the lists was the remark,— 
The earliest actual grant recorded in the Duftur is dated a. d. 1760 ; 
but in this it iasaid that it existed in the time of the Saftara Rajas**; 
and this would ^oeriainly be soppoeed ao refer to the items entered 
in tbe lists and which it was propoaed topontinue, or tomore ancient 
holdings in commutation for'which tba ttems entered in iha lists had 
been granted; bnt it referred to neither the one nor the othet^ but to a 
smalt share of the revenue of a village (Ghargaum) wbteh had been 
resumed many years before the introduction of the British OoveriH' 
meat. ^5ee paxagrapb B of the Henotable Mr. Warden*s letter.) 
Brd.i^Tbe remark in the lists of X844 jnnst referred to was in itself 
^ inoorasct, Inasmncfa as the Peshwaa* Duftur contained the-record of 
a, grant (Sheruaganm) made as early^ a. d. 1761-5^ Tbit record, 

. however, yrould ha^e been equally tnapplicahle,, refejpring as it did to 
, n vDlaga wlu^ alao^ had been reetuned many yeai^ More tha elbse 
^ the (eabw»s’ mle. . . . :; . * ., 

dth ,*—II was nowhere elated, either in the lists or in 





' th«tifl. ^ lurti were netv 

^ 'find ;t^l» bees shfiWttf it Jivpuld 

hart atoDO« tli«|' (M ool fulfil oiqr iwfi «f'tbe 

oOi^ditloDi requit^ bj ifbOr EDoMavilite Court to ooafuf uu ber^dltujy 
“tatl*:.. ^Tbey, m&t*. oot gr&nli Mde before*, -a,. 174 ] J they wore not 
AiKuOtat grunts; unditbejcwoee; vuA grautu mode iu oommotatiott for 
uDytbing-beld bofofo A. o. I74iii' 

attuu^t appears to'baw beeft muda to ascertaiD^^aa di¬ 
rected by Govern me utf the date of ocigliial grant &Dm So unda and 
other docutnanta in the poaiesaion of.the family to whom (he 3iirin^ 
-jam granted» (See paragragh 14of this l^er.) 

% G^A.—*Tba Agent m faia uanemittory letter had‘informed Govern¬ 
ment:}— 

Wherever! have bow found these docuw^nts (the Poona Duf- 
tnr) assign} as the motive of the grants that the grantee held a Sitdo*^ 
jam in the time of the Rajas of Sattara} 1 have altered the date of 
tfle original grant, and placed it anteijor lo iv 1741." 

Batin the present case tha documents making the grant of the hold¬ 
ings entered in the Uata assigned no such motive. (See paragraph'19 
of this letter^ and paragraphs 5 to 7 of the report therein qnotvd,) 

wonid appear that the date of 'gra&tor the Surinjam which 
Mr. Elphinstone continaed} and which was the oneentemdin th^ 
lists of 1944, was not nsooitaioed from either the Poona ftvftnr or 
from any other sonre^ (see paragrtq[>h 9 of the report quoted In para¬ 
graph 19 of this letter); at least, such seems the inference to be drawn 
from the fact of there ndt being a single Moraibee documettt relating 
in any way whatever to this Sutlnjam to be found imonget the 
papers recorded in the case. 

BtA.—In other cases (Noa. 3 and 46 of Glass L) where the ancient 
date of original grant of ^portion of the Snrinjam held front the Bri¬ 
tish Goverument had beet assigned to the rest of the bolding which 
was not ancient, Ihc fact waa clearly stated ; whereas, in tha present 
caiO} not only was such infonnation not afforded, but the date of oH- 
. ginai grant^of that which bad never been held at all from the British 
Government} npr for many years previous to its introduali^}'was 
assigned to a Surinjam which was neither an ancient bolding nor yet 
a grant made in commutation for any ancient holding, but' a new 
grant of a* n. 1779,—^tho date aaeigned to ii by Mr Elpbmstoiia,' ^ 

36. The apparent arrors and otniisioiis in the Hats #f 11(44, which 
have been speeified-Jtt the last ponigraph, and the tno^eei^us of which 
had been jpcda% pointed md Icu^Mr. Brown by the Ooliibiknient (see 
paragraph 17 of this let(er)| raoi^ained itncorrecUd^ Ifiediet# 6f 1847, 
which to beeg (iddiVmiaffy deiectire as ahown beloa^. 



■tit of iibl bfrea iBiil 9 l«#.^>iit^l #44 «s 

t^' 4 L]|ly-s 0 Teii .wa» oiade In tiie.liit prafiaifed three 

y^aiv aftenmnla.^ 3 %irja{)pe«T 9 la bavie been the ease with'^ieglwd to: 
ncariyeve^ entryJa.thlLJireTM^ lifts. i ^ ^ ^ : 

' ' -recommendation was ineOnfedtfy entated.^r 

not only wem'twe «epmto entiie* in Mr^iBipbuslone's UsU enutdd 
aa one, bat a-wefd+—at *^>^^'1101 to be tound in cifAsr of tJta two' original 
entnes, waaadef^fjftoceiHfeavour to Hsonnent the two s^ntenoes. '^ee 
paragraf^bt 3 t 18, and t^dofthteletiar^ ^ ^'' ' 

^-dr^.-^^rbe oniy eaplanatioa afforded in.feganlto the date of grant 
was a remaik^*^ The eafUeet actual grant recorded in ths ^BnGtof 
i is dated Eaunay Khitmsain or Ai .1751; bnt in this it ia-sald that at 
existed in the time of the Sattara Rajas/’ But the reconl of a, n. 176) 
to which Mr. Bfowm referred makes no such allusion^or statement 

■9 

whatever. 

Atk .—^Tbe renwnlc just referred to was the only explanation or 
authority under which a Surinjani granted neatly ihiriy years 
^mently to a. n, t7d1, and then^ granted not in commutation for any¬ 
thing held pTCTioiisly, was entered in the revised lista ai> a grunt made 
before a: d. 1751''; and this remark referred to a village (Sherusgaam) 
not^held at the introduction of the British Govornment^H not continued 
by Mr. Elpbinstone, and not, of coarse, entered in the Teviaed bets.^ It 
waa not poisible that Government could suppose this to have taken 
place, when they had especially desired Mr.'^rown to ussigu to each 
item composing a Surinjam the actual dale of grant of that item, and 
>'when ^ they bad still farther enjoined attentioii to this point in the 
following terms ;— 

Under the column headed < Remarks,' clear and detailed iufor- 
Vfietton f ho aid in each case be given in regard to the proofs which 
exist of the Suritijam ha'ving been grated to the family of the 
holder from the date alleged. In all eases in which you ar#' not 
perfectly satisffed of the correotneBsof the alleged date of grant, you 
are requested to state your reasons for entertaining such doubt/' 
S7. Such were the circumstances under which I reported (see those 
stated tit the two preceding paragraphs—35 and 36)'bn Che 7tb March 
last, that ^urudhram Eajeh Bhoslay's Surinjam appeard to have been 
incorrectly entered lu the revised lists, and these' facta do noV appear 
td be in^ny^ way affected by the Honctfable Mr. Warden's letter. 

38^ ^ It U proper that i should advert to some of the^more inipoiiant 
which the rule so emphatically reiterated for Brown’s 
gtMaiIca <See-paragraph 17 of this letter/)'' 

39.^ ^-Thal&iirinjaift of the Rastia family,'consisting of thirty^ine vil- 
lageoi^^of- 'the annual value of 63,21^-14 arid rite bulll^l which 
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of Glatd the 

l»t>ol t644«f a ^fa4t£4dAad«i»fofe IT^Vf becanta to^^ittigeej ^-4li<e 

Biuftiif' vahia oi 4t)a«t Ei. .trSOOi bail bo^n grafted at 
Governments bowevers apeoifioatly noliecd tbi« error {ese pKtagttii^n 7 
fljirj % of'Ohiaf Beoretavy’s letter^'in the Politinl DepaxtEnentj Nt>> JS96 
of tbe dtb May 1846)^^ and'tha con^ction uraimoeltf in tb^reriied liatfl> 

. 4&, The oibericase which liabali here notiee is that of the Vinchoor 
Cfi^f, whoae Stuiajam .waB valiied (Na. -6 of Class III.) in the revised 
lisffat Eft, $3 s436s oniy a very small proportion of it having been, 
bo]nrever} granted prkir to^A. n. ]7$L Snch baiog the ease^ the Honor* 
mhiaCIpurt and the Government.have decided (see paragraph 5 of Honor* 
able jOport’s despatch of the 4th February 3S62, Wo,dO) that the early 
date ^f grani^of this small portion can convey po hereditary title to the 
large remainder granted after A, n. 175L ^ 

4], It is worthy of remark that in the case of both thesenChieis,^and 
in other cases which I have not thought it necessary to specify, the 
umallV^rtion of the Burinjatn, in consideration of the antiquity of which 
it was erroneously proposed to continue on hereditary tenure the lajpge 
remainder of modem date, consisted of vlUagee held from.the British 
Governmant, and not, as in the case new icported on,, of viUages or 
portions, of milages never thus held at all, but lost years before th.; 
termination of the Poshwas^ rule. ^ j , 

42. 1 have now, X believe, stated the case completely,:in .bo far as 

the correctaess or otherwise of the entries in the iiats of 1844 apd 1847 
is concerned, but the remaining paragraphs of the Honorable Mr. 
WTarden's letter, which impugn the completaaesB of my^reportof the 7th 
March last, reiuaiu to be noticed. ^ 

43. The Honorable Mr. Warden in his 11 th paragraph,atatea 

It will be observed that (^aptain Cowper, in his letter of An 7th 
of March last, which submitted to Government with that of Mr. 
Hart dated the 14th of April, it^ver once mentions the grants of the 
villages of Sherusgaum and Gbai^aum, from the evideno# derived 
from which the Surinjam found its way into Class I., but, on the 
contrary, states (paragraph3)^“neither the Surinjam in question, nor 
any other Surinjam in Ueu of, or in commutatioii for whicl^Xha pre¬ 
sent one was granted, were held picviouato a. n* 1751/* ^ 

With referenoe to this 1 would explain,— 

Uf,Wrhat I did not refer, to either Sherusgato or to G^arganm 
because I ^ found, aft^T'a cacefal Inquiry, that both hod been leeiuned 
long before the fall of the Feshwa,, ihat nothing b4d been granted in 
coininutuition for them; that Mc« Elphinstone had noitbeE coatltiaed 
nor aXluded to them; and that, consequently, thiey.tiudi the 

ordto upon wbicb'th]|9 lists,of,1844. and 1847 wcki .prepared, nothing 





:']grhafte«r«r to do b|rtvifljid l)«^-f#iQm ^tfie 

/ Sfid.^Tlwt tb« sgrvm oA ^etoBga^m racof^d' ifi a. 

^ coqM not, t»vo.b«on the evidence detived from ^bloh the 

, fiaiinjam gncUod iifli^-^l77B fonad it» vre^ into C3 Im 1, of the Uete 
of 1844; lor in th^ie Utte U woa'diatinedy itated^^The eofUeat 
actual gi»nt Ttmdeddu the Dufturfs dated A. P. 17GDf; bat in thia it 
ie said tha^it exiatad lid the lisaa of the Sattara Eajaa." ^ 

44. The eoncluaiou dravil at the end of th#'ilMme (the 11th) P[ra-^ 
graph of the Honovahle Mr. Warden^a letter is thus expressed 9 
follows, th«refore/that although the grants by the Peshwa wertJriiot^fa 
lieu of, or inoommatation for others, they ware held in conjnnctiuti with 
aneiant grant^ and'which was not brought to notice.”''With mer^y 
the orders of the Honorable Court and those of the Qovornment to 
guide me (see paragraphs 13^ 14, and 17 of this letter)^ 1 should undoubt¬ 
edly have arrived at the conclnsion that modern grantSi held **in conjuae- 
fton with" ancient ones, were, nevertheless, to be considered and treated 
as modern, but I could be at no loss to determine this with the remark^ 
able illustrations on record to which 1 have referred in paragraphs 3S 
to4l.of this letter. Such being the case, 1 should not have referred to 
IBharusganm and Ghargaum, even if they had been at the introduction of 
British rule held in conjunction with theSurinjam granted in 1778, 
but 1 have explained that they were not thus held. (Sec paragraph 35 of 
this letter.) r < 


45. The 19th paragraph of the Honorable Mr. Warden's letter ob¬ 
jects to my having described the village of j^hetusgaum as one which 
was resumed in a. d. 1799-1800, and substitutes for ** resumed” the 
words “a judicial attachment,*’ I am not aware that the substitution 
would have affected the case as reported by me in the slightest degree,—■ 

because, for the reasons explaioft in paragraphs 27 to 29 of 
this letter, all that I looked to was whether the village, or anything 
granted in commutation for it^ was held at the close of the peshwas’' 
government and continued by Mr. Elphinstone or not. 

f^nJ^—JBecanae the village had been, as I have hereinbefore ex^ 
plained (see paragraphs 32 and 33 of this letter), completely and 
finally resumed long before the close of the Peshwas’ rule; and I 
would further solicit attention to the entry in Mr, Elphlnstolie^s Hst 
^ (bee pteitBgraph 8i^of this letter), which eho’tea that in alluding to this 
■' Wlage he described It, as I have done, to he one wMoh had been 
''^^restitned by Bajee Elio.” 

'fThc next (the 13tb) paragraph of the Konorable 

. . t iff, 

► * Kalkind by Ciptoid Covpui ' ^ i. ’ 
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Jettef refers lo roy having omitted to point ont, when affording him 
flome required infofmation, that although the Sunud granting Shims- 
gaum did not npocify the tenuie^ the Sunud resuming it did so, I cer¬ 
tainly did not specially point out this latter fact, but J furnished a 
copy of the which contained it (ace paragraph 6 of Captain 

Cowper^B letter No» 411 of the S7th Auguet last], and it did not occur 
to me to do more, because the nature of the tenure had not been previ¬ 
ously questioned, nor did 1 then question it. It must have been either 
loam or Sunnjam, and the Ua$t favourable position in which it eouid 
be placed was that in which I found and left it. Had there been any 
reason,to suppose the tenure an Inam one, I should assuredly never 
intentionally have omitted to draw attention to the fact, 

47, The I4lh and 15th paragraphs of the Honorable Mi, Warden^s 
letter are below transcribed :— 

14, Agaiut Captain Cowper tellB Mr. Hart (paragraph 5) that two 
villages, Veehay and Borgaam, were granted as a new grants and 
not in lieu of or in reference to any previous o^^c, in a, i>, 1777-78. 

“15, The words in italics were by Captain Cowper 

himself, and the object of this emphasis was, J preamuc, to imprciis 
on the Government that Bhoslay^s claim as a SutLnjamdar com¬ 
menced in A. n. 1777-7B; the fact being, as it appears tome, thflJ. 
the grunt of SheruBgaum and Ghargaum was at that very time in the 
possession of the Surinjamdar and his family, and held, according to 
Captain Cowper's own subsequent showing, one from before a, n. 
1751-59 to the British conquest, or, even acordiug to Captain Cowper 
himself, till a. tj. J800,' when it was temporarily attuebod in conge- 
quence of the family feud; and the other certainly in a, n. 1752-53, 
and perhaps as early as a, n. 1747-48,—(Captain Cowper, paragraphs 
2 and 8, August 27th, 1S53).'* * 

If I correctly understood' the above, the Honorable Mr. Warden lays 
down, that because Bbosiay once held something granted before a, u, 
1751, but lost before the close of the Peshwaa* rule, therefore the Surin- 
jam found in the possesgion of his descendant at the introduction of the 
British Government is, although granted long after a. d, 1751, and not 
in commutation for, or with reference to anything held previously, 
properly continnabLo on hereditary tenure, * 

48. But the Government and Ihe Honorable Court have already de¬ 
cided, not only in general but also in distinct and specihe terms, to the 
contrary; and they have gone further,—they have decided that such 
ancient grants, even if held at the introdnetion of fte Biiliah Govern¬ 
ment (see paragraphs 17,3S, 39,40, and 41 of this leiter),—!hose to which 
the Honorable Mr. Wardcn'has referred were not thus held—can give 

no hereditary title to other and modern grants made to the eame family- 
5cr 
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' 49, The HonorabU Mr Waiden^ in hia 16th paragraph, has adverted 
to the fact of my report of the 7th March last ha^og prindpally oon- 
aisted of an account of villages, the grant of which was totally irrelevant 
(the Honorable Mr. Warden thinks) to the queetlon-^-the date of the 
original Sarinjam, which was before the Agent for Sirdars when the 
SnriDjaxn lists were framed. But this was the very point which in my 
report 1 endeavoured to lay before Government (see paragraphs 3, 5, 
and 13 of the report quoted in paragraph 9 of ibis letter), because it 
was the onlp point on which it seemed to me that any real question 
could bo raised, or on wliich error appeared to have been committed* 

50. The object of my report of the 7th March last may be d^cribed 
in a fewwords, The Surinjam lists were framed under orders which 
explicitly declared (see paragraphs 13 and 14 of this letter) 1 hat Surinjams 
bearing dates prior to a. i>. 1751; or bearing no precise dates, but known 
to have been granfed before that year; or granted in comrriutation for 
any Surinjam held before that year \ should be considered cnlUled to 
hereditary continuance ; and it was further laid down (see paragraph 
17 of this letter) that each portion of a Surinjam continued by the 
Honorable Mr. Klphinstone must fulfil the above conditions to be enti¬ 
tled to the consideration,— i. c, hereditary continuance conceded to anti* 
quity of grant; but I found the Surinjam of Purushram Hajeh Bhoslay 
composed of shares of the revenue of two villages (DanderphnS and 
Ntmbgaiim) which had been continued by Mr. Elphinstone as a grant 
of A. ». 1778, and erroneously entered In the lists of 1844 and 1847 as 
granted before a. n. 1751; the fact, which I at once bronght to notice^ 
being that “ neither the Surinjam in question, noi; any other Surinjam 
in lieu of, nor in commutation for which the present one was granted, 
were held previous to a. d. 1751, or for tv^en£y*six pears aftertcardsf 

51. This brings me to the close of the objections which have occur* 
red to the Honorable Mr. Warden, and, having aiForded all the expla* 
nation in my power, I can only express a hope that I may be found 
not to have omitted, lu the first instance, anything material to the sub- 
jeet-mattor of my report, It has certainly been iny endeavour not to do 
so, and I have conceived it to be equally my duly to carefully abstain 
from encamberlng reports neecsaarily voluminous with any irrelevant 
matter. 

52. Government have not called for my explanation regarding a 
remark niniade in Mr. Hart’s letter, sabmittlug my report of the 7lh 
March last, and to which remark the Honorable Mr. Warden has allud¬ 
ed in his I7th parhgraph in the following terms r— 

" 17. Mr. Hart's letter handing up Captain Cowper’s consists 
only of the notice of a clerical error in^Mr. Brownes Hats made in 
tho transcfjpt of Mr, Elphiustoue^s note, to which note has been 
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joined tlie note on the ease immediately following it. 1 should 
have expected from Hart, instead of talking of the * nonsense'', 
written (as if a clerical error did not generally convert sense into 
nonsense) and of ^ carelessness^* he would have pointed out,—what he 
can hardly have failed to observe,—that in th^ process of binding Mr. 
Elphinstorte’s Surinjam lUt, part of the notes was bound in so nr to 
give the appearume of being one ;—the error of the clerk 

ia HO obvious as to have been beneath notieo/' 

But Mr. Hart's remark was made under circumstances which can 
only be disclosed by an inspection of Mr. EJphitistone's draft list of 
Jagheers, which is in my charge. These circumstances do not appear 
to me to admit of the construction which the Honorable Mr. Warden 
has placed upon them, and it aeems, therefore, my duty to submit them 
for consideration. 

53. Adopting the Honorable Mr. Warden*s opinion that the 
proccs^a of binding Mr. ELphinstonc’s Surinjam list, part of the notes 
waa bound in so a& to give, ike two nole^the appearance ef being o/tc,’* 
there still can be nothing to account for the fact of the word " at’* having 
been added (see paragraphs S, 15, and 36 of this letter), 

54, But the process of binding Mr. Elphinstone's draft list, which jh 
the one referred lo, does not soem to me to have destroyed the^Jriginai 
appearance and position of these tWo entries, which are below tranficrili'n J 
exactly as they now stand, the pcncii lines never Jiaving been rubbed 
out, and the two sheets being joined oar bound together at BB t — 
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55. 1 have felt my self especially called upon to submit tliis explana¬ 

tion, because, if my memory serves mo, Mr. Hart had not Mr. Eljihiii- 
slouc’ii draft list with him, or within Ms reach, when he wrote his 
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iranamUtoTy report, but I had it at hand, and I was furnished at onoe by 
Mr. *Hart with a copy of his letter. I, therefore, was in a positjon to 
point out anything in the draft list at all incompatible with, or required 
to complete Mr. Haifs statement; but nothing of the sort occurred to me, 
and 1 would here add that the whole of Mr. Elphinatone^s draft list ia 
bound precisely in the same way as the leaves on which this entry 
stands. 

56. I beg to correct an error in the 12th paragraph of my report of the 
7tb March last, in which, instead of stating that the remark made iu the 
lists of 1844 remained intact in the revised ligt of 1847, I should have 
Said that in the latter the date was altered from a. n. 1760 to a, ». 1751. 
This alteration does not, however, seem materially to affect or alter the 
case as originally submitted by me, and it has been adverted to in its 
proper place in this letter. (Marginal note now added to paragraph 12 
of report quoted in the l^lth paragraph of this letter.) 

I have the honour to be, &c. » 

^(Signed) T. A. Cowpbr, Captain, 

Assistant £nam Commissioner. 


No. 29C6. 

* Political DEi'ABT]aE[tfT. 

From C. J. Mawsoh, Esq., • 

Inam Commissioner, 

To A. Malet, Esq., t < 

Chief Secretary to Government| Bombay. 

Dated JBelg-aum Dislriclsy JTeroor, February 1854. 

Sia,—I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of yonr letter 
No. 54GS dated 20lh December last, desiring me to call upon my 
Assistant, Captain Cowper, to submit any remarks he may have to offer 
on an accompanying communication from the Honorable Mr. Warden, 
dated 5th November 1853, in respect to entry No. 50 in Cla^a I. of the 
revised Surinjam lists of 1847. 

2. Captain Cowper was without delay furnished with all the papers 
in the case, and his reply, No. 31 dated 18th January 1854, herewith 
eubmitted, which is very clearly drawn up, appears to me to afford a 
complete ^refutation of the Honorable Mr. Warden** objections. The 
conclusion, therefore, at which I must arrive la, that Captain Cowper's 
first letter, bringing to light the erroneous entry in the lists, is in no way 
affected by the Honorable Mr. Warden's explanation* 

3. I beg to return the Honorable Mr. Warden*s letter and its accotn* 
paniments, received with your letter under reply. 

I have the honour to be, &c. 

(Signed) C. J. MANflOK, Inam Commiasioner. 
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No. 523 OP 1864. 


From Captain T. A. Cowper, 

inam Commrssioiierj 


POLITICJIL DcfABTHENT. 


To H. L. Anderson^ 

Secretftry to Government, Bombay, 


Dated PooHffl, 7fA October 1864. 

6iR|*—W ith reference to the previous reports of mine which are 

enumerated in the margin, I have the honour to 
anbmit, for the consideration of Governmenti the 
following transcript of one dated the 30th July 
1844, from the Agent for Sirdars, Mr. Warden^ 
on a claim preferred by Kughoonath Hao Nim- 
bajee to hold in Inam certain Umuls of the 
village of Rajapoor, in the Dindoree Purgona of 
the NaBBiclc Sub'CoUectorate, and which claim the 
Agent pronounced inadmissible on the princi¬ 
ples which regulated the settlement of the Deccan,^*—f. c. * 

at the breaking out of the war with the Peshwa 

The records of the Poona Buftur show that in a* d. 1802 the til¬ 
lage of Rajapoor, Pufguna Dindoree, with the exception of Stiidesh- 
tnookec and Mokasaa, was granted to petitioner's father as Burin* 
jam ; that in a. tj. 1809 the Surdeshmookee and Mokassa, as well 
as the JBabtee of the village, were granted to petitioner's father as 
Inam by the Punt Prithee Nidbee of Kurrar; that in 1S13 the Mo- 
kassa was in the hands of the Government; and that on the accession 
of the British Government petitioner’s father acknowledged that the 
three items of revenue mentioned had not been in his possession for 
five years, and, consequently, on the principles which regulated the 
settlement of the Deccan, that he had no right to them. 

Moreover, he only held them as Inam of the Prithee Nidhee, whose 
own tenure was no more than Surinjam, and who, consequently, was 
not authorised to alienate them as Inam. 


ParAgT^Ii* 25 to Sfl of 
Captain Cowpcr'l report, 
No. 31 of the iSth Jaiin- 
Biy 1334, submitted hy 
the Inbm Cotdtiilsvloner 
on the 2ad February 1B54, 
No. 2266. 

Paragrapha U 6 to 130 of 
do. ilo ilo.. No. of 
the 30th November 1353, 
■uhmittod by the Inam 
CominiBSiiDiicr on the 3 aI 
December 1333, No. 2766. 


I have the honour to be, Asc. 

(Signed) Tt A. Cowper, Captain, 

InaiT] CommUaioncr. 
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,, No. 2603 OF 1856. 

Political DEPAftTMEifT, 

From L. Anderson, Esq., 

Secretary to Government, Bombay, 

To Captam T, A. Cowper, 

Special CommUsioner, in charge Alienation Department. 

Dated the 20tk May 1856. 

Sib, —Referring to Mr. Mansoii*!9 letter No. 3966 dated the 2njd Ffb- 
raary 1854, transmitting remarks on a communicatiDti from the Honor¬ 
able Mr. Warden In respect to entry No. 3Q in Class I. of the revised 
Surijijam lists of 1847, f am directed to transmit to you copy of a 
resolution passed thereon by the Eight Honorable the Governor in 
Council under date the 9th instant, and to inform you that the question 
involved in this correppondence will be submitted for the decision 
of the Honorable the Court of Directors. 

* . I have the honour to be, &c. 

(Sigried) H. L. AndkuSOn, 

Bombay Castle^ 30i/i May 185G. SccTctary to Governmenl. 


Besolutiott hy the Board, dated 0th May 1856. 

Resolved,—T heSurinjam of Purushrara RajehBhoslay having lapsed 
from failure of heirs, it will only be necessary to forward the correspond¬ 
ence to the Honqrable the Court of Directors; but in taking this course, 
it is proper that the Right Honorable the Govprnor m Council shonld 
briefly notice the points at issue between Mr. Warden and Captain 
Cowper, in order that no incorrect precedent may be established. 

3. The Honorable Mr. KLphiustonCi by his settlement, continued two 
villages, Dandorphul Khoord (the greater) and Nimbgaum Klioord, to the 
descendant of Trimbukjee Rajch Blioslay, and recommended that the 
possession, which had existed for forty-one years, should be hereditary. 

3. By \he operation of tlie Honorable Courtis order of 1842, the 
Snrinjava would have been included in Class II., ns being granted since 
A. u. 1751, unless upon special grounds, approved by the Honorable 
Court, it had been retained in Class I, 

4. Mr, Warden in his lists included it in Class I., on the ground 
«that the earliest actual grant recorded in th^i Duftur was dated a, p, 1760, 
but that in that grant it was stated that it existed in the time of the 
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Rajaa/* There were two propoaitions involved in this asaeriton,—tho 
principle laid down by the Honorable Court, that a grant of alatepdate 
than 1751, if given in lieu of a grant of an earlier date than 1751, should 
be regarded as hereditary,—that is, should operate as a grant of the earlier 
date; that if a portion of a Siirinjam were granted before 1751, 
that would make hereditary those parts of tho Surinjam which were 
granted after 1751» The first of these propositions is correct, the second 
is quite incorrect. 

5. Mr* Brown’s entry of this Surinjam was to the same eficct as Mr* 
Warden’s, but the date of the earliest actual grant was stated to bo net 
1760 b«tl75L 

6. Captain Cowper, when he submitted his report on this case, 

stated that the two villages had been granted in a. d. 1779, which 
agreed with Mr* Elphinstone’e statement in 1819 that they had been 
held by Trimbukjee Rajeh Bhoslay’s family for forty-one years* He 
also stated that the villages were not given in lieu of any former grants 
of an earlier date than a. d* 1751. These two statements are admitted 
to be correct, although the entry of the Surinjam in Class I. has been 
defended on other grounds. ^ 

7. Mr* Warden’s argument in support of the entry of the Surinjam 
in Class I. may bo thus briefly slated. Beaidcs the two villages con¬ 
tinued by Mr. Elphinstonc, the Surinjamdar possessed a tliird village, 
Shcrusgaum, at the accession of the British rule* A fourth village, 
Ghargaum, had also been formerly held by him, but resumed before the 
conquest; it does not, therefore, affect the discussion, except so far as 
that having been grEtnted' before 1751, it was held to bring the whole 
SuTinjam into Class I* The village of Sherusgaum, at the time of the 
conquest, was found to have been under “ a judicial attachment” since 
A. n. ISOO. It had not been politically and pcrmanestly eoniiscated, 
but merely placed under an attachment, and handed over to a farmer, 
until a sum of Rs. 6,000 had been paid by the Surinjamdar. This vil¬ 
lage of SheruggauTU had been granted by a Sunud of a. d* 1751-52, and 
it was suggested that had the Surinjamdar preferred it, Mr. Elphln- 
stone would have given tho village to him, instead of the far more 
productive possessions of Danderphul and Nimbgaum. 

i _ 

8. To this argument it has been objected by Captain C^wper that 
Mr. Elphinstonc did not coDtinuc Sherusgaum for the i^imple reason 
that Sherusgaum was not in the actual possession of'the Surinjamdar at 
the breaking out of the war* “ No rig-ht of possession nof actually 
inftiTce was to be recognised, unless specially ordered so to be”—was 
Mr* Elp hill a tone’s plain rule. It was also contended by Captain 
Cowper that the village had been actuallyTresumed, and its revenues 
brought Into the Government accounts, before the breaking out of tho 
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war. Mr* Wardep, in bis rejoindeT^ adftercd to hia view, that the 
decision of Mr, Brown was “ etrictly correct.” 

9* The Hight Honorable the Governor in Council ie of opintoUf that 
had Purushram Rajeh Bhoalay left ieeue, it would have been a very 
proper case for reference to the Honorable Court whether, with refereticc 
to Trimbukjee Rajeh*a couaection with the royal family of Sattara, the 
old dale of some of bia poaaeaaiona, and the fact that Mr. Elphinatone 
had continued the holding as hereditary, it might not, as a special case, 
be continned in Class I. On the other hand, if the Rules were to be 
rigidly interpreted, the Right Honorable the Governor in Council has no 
doubt whatever that ^Captain Cowper’s and not Mr. Brown’s view was 
** strictly correct,” The two villages bad no connection with Sherus- 
gaum j they were not given in lieu of Shernsgaum; they were a distinct 
holding from Sherusgaum. Mr. Elphinstonc never altnded to Sherus- 
gaum, which was not in the actual possession of the Surinjamdar at the 
breaking out of the war. As to the distinction between judicial attach* 
ments and political confiscations, the Bight Honorable the Governor in 
Council would remark that, in practice, it will be found that half of the 
latter we^ the result of the former. The superior power did not always 
directly resume the grants which it had made; a judicial attachment 
(as Mr, Warden terms it), or some other pretext, readily afforded the 
means by wliich the end was attained, and in the present instance tho 
village seems to have been for seventeen years in the hands of Govern- 
menf. Lastly, the assumption that Mr. EJphInstone would have given 
Sherusgaum, bad the Surinjamdar preferred it, is, however ingGnious, 
entirely gratuitous* 

10, TJje Right Honorable the Governor in Council has omitted many 
minor facts and arguments with which Captain Cowpers position is 
fortified, becausj the question la not now whether the Surlnjam ahall or 
shall not be resumed. But the point on which it is emphatically neces* 
sary he should remark is this,—let it be conceded that Mr, Wardcn''& 
view, as now stated, is correct—that officer and Mr, Brown would still be 
liable to censure for not having submitted the reasoning on which they 
arrived at the conclusion set forth in their lists for the consideration of 
Govcrnmcnl, No human ingenuity or acumen could have surmised the 
alleged fj^cls, which were not stated, but on whiesh the ** strict correct¬ 
ness” of the entry is said to have been founded. Let all he conceded 
that Mr, Warden'wishes—it is still obvious that several questions of 
principle must have been decided tacitly by the two Agents without 
reference to Government, before that enlry could be established. No 
subordinate oITicer has & right to submit conclusions which the Go¬ 
vernment must naturally tmagine to be founded on a certain class of 
facts and prJncJpEeSj and then, when the conclusions are discovcTcd to 
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be inconsistent with those facte and ptinciplce^ to justify the conclu¬ 
sions as obtained from other facts which had never been present«d for 
the consideration of Ooveinment. If Mr. Warden's argument be cor- 
rectf it oughtf for his jnstificationf to have been substantially conveyed 
in the entry regarding the Surinjam which he submiUed to Govern- 
ment in 1344. 

m May 1856 . 


6c 
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Frcvti Captain T. A* CowrnH, 

Asgifitant Inani Commi^isioner, 

To W, HAaT, Eiiq., 

Inam Commii?sioner. 


Dated PoojtOf 2Ht/t Fe&ruaTy 185-1, 


Str,”T have the honour^ under the orders conveyed in the Chief#4ecretary*^4 

letter No. 4176 of the 24tli September 1852, to flub- 
init, for your consideration, the eireunnitaniees under 
which the two villages, and the Mokassa Umul of 
the hve others specified In the margin, were inchided 
}ji the revised Sui'injam lists as part of the hereditary 
SuTinjum of Chimnajee Vittul Poorundhurce, and 
were snbHcqaently restored to him on that tennro 
nni.Ter (lie orders from the tfonorable Cou*rt of Directors passed on the ab.>v<‘ 


1. Moiijm Chugauin. 
Ditto 

The MukasBA Dmul of,— 
]. Motijf Hulindurj^Dor- 
2r Ditto I{;ha|»oar. 

Ditto Oomertec, 

4. Ditto Porec, 

-7- Ditto ^angvee- 


(despatch No. 15 of the 02iid May 184D, paragraphs 2 to 12). 

2. The Honorable *Court seem to have passed this* tlecision on the ei rone- 
<int^ Irdbrniatton afforded to them in the revist^d listfi* that ** hy an yvereight tliin 
purtion of the Surinjani was retained hy Government when the remainder was 
restored to the present Surinjamdar in a. t>. 1840.—Sunn tip and Char ChiUeesi 
are in tlte jMssession of this person’*; wliereas, so Ihr from the above [Jortion 
of the Surinjam having been retained by Government through any oversight, 
its restoration had been fully discussed, on the A^enfi^ r^fescntatiorif iw 1841 
(see paragraphs 14 to 21 of this letter), and had been decisively negatived by 
the GoTemment of India, which decision liad been communicated to tbe 
Agent for Sirdars on the 7th October 1841, in the Political Secretaryletter 
No. 2775, (See paragraph 22 of this letter.) 

3. When Mr. Elphinstone settled the Deccan in a. d. 1818 and» 1819, a 
Surinjam in the DeeccHt stated to have been held at the breaking out of the 
war by Vittulrao Mulhar Poorundhuree (the father of the present holder, 


• tn Mr. WftnliiiiV litU nf 1844, No. 39 of CIva 1., find No* 2 of Clui V* 
la Mr. Broffit’i reriied liatv of 18l7, No. 19 of CIah L, nod No. 2 of sUteaifiit No. f. vf 
List ifq, 5. 
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Chimnajee Vittul), was restored to him^ and subseriueiitly Mr* Chaplin (Mr* 
EZjjfa ins tone's successor) addressed the autlioritiea in Nimar with a view to the 
TCfitoration of a portion of the Surinjam daimed In that quarter (the Tillagefl 
and Umub apecified in paragraph 1), 

4* A good deal of correspondence took place consequent on this requisi¬ 
tion, as the Niraar authontiee on various grounds at first declined to restore 
the viUagee. The only portion of this correspondence which it Is of importance 
here to notice is the fact pointed out by Sir John Malcolm to Mr* Chaplin,^ 
in a totter dated tho 27tli March 1820, that one of the villages claimed 
(Chugaum) had been abandoned by Vittulnio Mullmr Poorundhuree long 
prior to its occupation by tlic British Government; that the other village 
(Nugaum) had been completely abandonedj *^and had been uninhabited by 
any human creature for a j^eriud of fifleeu or twenty years*'; and that the five 
villages, the Mokasiia llmuls of which were claimed, were “in a state of 
desolation/' four of them belonging to Holkar* 

6. It thus appeal's that Vittulrao Mulhar Poorundhuree was not in posses¬ 
sion of these viliagea at the breaking out of the war, and that under tJiesc 
circumstances Mr* E]phinstotiie''s anangemcrits did not contemplate their 
Te.4toration, as he most distinctly instructed all anbordlnate officers to this 
’effect. Indeed, one village in the Nuggur Collectorate (the village of Bowha- 
nuggur, Cliirrumjec Vittul Poorundhnree’a claim to a poi'tion of which was 
finally rejected in t!ie Chief Secretary’s letter No, 3482 of the 1st August 
whicli was exactly in the position qf the Nimar ones, having been deserted 
and waste for many years prior to the conque^^t, was not reatcjred to Vittuli-ao 
Mulhar Poormidhuree^ and is at present Khalsah 

6. Sir JrJsn Malcolm subsequently restored the Nimar villRgcs, and on the 
14th June 1822 the Government of li’i[lia ordered, through Rir David Ochter- 
lony, that Mr. Gi Wellcalcy, then Flcsidcnt at Indore, sliould investigate “ the 
claims by which the Pooruiidbur Cliicf ” held them. 

7* Mr. Wellesley obtained from Mr. Chaplin, the Deccan Commissioner, 
from the Political Agent at Schore, and from the Acting Agent at Mund- 
laisur, all the information they could supply on the subject, and on the 2Jst 
October 1822 reported as follows :— 

“The Poorundhur's claim on Chugaum and Nugaum appears to be, from 
the accompanying documents, clearly a tenure for his personal life, and no 
longer, and Sir John Malcolm's letter of restitution 1 find restores it only 
on the same tenure as it was held by him of the Peshwa ; but as, perhaps, 
be may he reckoned to have a constructive daim to consideration from long 
possession of the villages of his family, 1 would, in such case, suggest it as 
an eligible compromise of the matter, Ihaft the Buuud of Government, to 
be given in conformation of the current tenure, should contain a prospec* 
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tire proviaiou for the villager to his heirs in lineaJ de&cent an 

perpetual tenants in rent^ or proprietors subject to payment of the assessed 
revenues of Govemiaent/' 

8. Sir David Ochteriwry concurred in the above^ and submitted Mr, Wel¬ 
lesley propositions for the conj^tdemtioii of the Government of India, who 
on the 2Blh December 1822 replied as follows :— 

"The Governor General in CouncH concurs entirely with the Resident 
at Indore, in viewing the grant of Chugaum and No gaum to the Poorun“ 
dhur Chief to be simply a lifc-tenuie, of the nature of Zftt Surinjamee. 
Both the testimony of Mr, Chaplhrand still imu cthe translations of Sunuds 
and extracts from the Poona archives, which accompanied his despatcli of 
the ISth Augvfit last, ^re conclusive cm this head, and Government is unable 
to understand on what principle Sir John Malcolm should have bestowed 
these villages' in free gift or The qnalifj'ing passage in the Sunud, 

indeed, which follows the latter words^—‘ tlie villages of Cbugaum and Nu- 
gaum are bestowed on him in free gift, and the village of Sangvee, Purguna 
KannpOor, is given up as Mokassa, the whole being tbns restored ua the^ 
terms formerli/ grri/ifeil* —shows that whilst intending to restore them only 
on tb<^ fomier tenme, an essential misapjnehension existed as to tlie nature 
of that tcniii'e. With this error apparent on the face of ilie transaction, and 
as it is very doubtful whether Vittulrao iViiiHiar was entitled to resume pos* 
session of the viUages on a.vy footing af^er m.iny years^ total abandonment of 
them, Government conceives that it will amply have fulfilled any obligations 
which the proceedings of the late Agent may have imposed by acknowledg¬ 
ing the tenure in <pjeHtion to be a life Jagheer. On the same principle, 
the share of the revenue of the village Sangvee, called Mokassa, must be 
allowed wlienever that vilisige may have been brought into a productive state^ 
" 12, Under these instructions, it will be necessary that the Resident at 
Indore should demand back the former giant by Sir J. MaJcolni for the 
purpose of eancelling the same, and that the dmfl of a fresh one should be 
prepared as above, and submitted, both in English and Persian, for approval 
and signature by the Governor General in CounciL” 

U. On the 30th April 1823 Mr, W^ellesiey sent the foUowitig letter to 
Vittulrao Mulhav Poornndhuree, through Chaplin, the ComuiiBbioner at 
Poona, and m doing so be observed,— * 

"The resolution of Government in tlie case being conclusive, 1 Jieg yon 
will repress any attempts of the Poorundliuree to renew negotiations upon itf* 

" Stihsifince of a Zetter Vittulrao Mulhar Pooau?(DHunE£. 

By direction of Government, 1 have to acquaint you that the Governor 
General in Council having resolved, after a full consideration of the case^ 
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oil granting you a Sunnd under seal and signature, confirming to you the 
[>osBessiQn of the villages of Chugaum and Nugaum, and the Mokaasa of 
Sangvee during the term of your life, the tenure under which these posses- 
. -eioriB have been hitherto held by you, tlie said Sunud will be accordingly 
prepared and transmitted to you, when your acknowledgment will bo 
required in return; and you will now be pleased to return the letter of resti¬ 
tution received by you from Sir J. Malcolm and Colonel Smith, the same 
being only a provisional deed on their part, subject to the confirmation of the 
Governor General in Council, whose Sunud, under his seal and signature, 
you are now about to receive instead/’' 

' 10* To the foregoing Vittulroo Mulhar Poorundhuree gave the following 
answer:—- ' ^ 

I have !md the honour and satisfaction of receiving the friendly letter 
which you wrote on the 5th of Bysakh Bidee, Sumvut 1880, notifying, by 
direction of His Eicellency the Governor General, that tlie villages of Chu- 
gaum Mukanand IVugaum, with the Mokassa of thevill^e of Sangvee, would 
be continued to me on the same condition as heretofore, vh. as Zftt Surln- 
jamcc, or allowance for my personal expenses during the period of tny life, 
desiring tlmt I would transmit to you the deeds in my possession granted 
by General Sir J. Malcolm aud Colonel Smith tor the above villages, and 
tliat Sunuds, under the seal and signature of the Governor General, would 
be given to me in exchange* Tfiis w^as the purport of the letter, and, in 
compliance with the orders of Government, 1 have delivered the deeds 
granted by General Malcolm and Colonel Smith to Mr, Chaplin, the Com¬ 
missioner of Poona, and they will accordingly reach your presence thraugh 
tJiat channel." 

] 1, The following is a draft of the Suiiud which Mr. Wellesley pi^oposed 
in lieu of the document granted by Sir J, Malcolm, which he had cancelled :— 

“ Draft of a Sunud to VrmjLRAO Muluar PooRunnuusEE. 

Whereas, the Governor General in Council, after full consideration of 
the cose, has resolved on confiiTaing to Vittulrao Mulhar Pooriindhuree 
the possession of the village of Chugaum, Purguna Kundwah, and Nugaum, 
Purguna^Murdana, and of the Mokassa of Sangvee, Purguna Kanapoor,— 
all the places situated in ttie Zilta of Nimor,—for the term of his life, as 
hitherto held by him \ after which they will revert to and be resumed by 
Government: This 8unud, under the seal and signature of the Governor 
General in Council, is accordingly issued to him in testimony of the same, 
and his acknowledgment will be taken in return*" 

12., On the 7th November 1823 Mr* Wellesley was informed that this 
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of Suntid had been adopted by Government, and tliat it would be returned 
to him from the Persian Office duly signed and sealed. 

13* On the 24th Uecember 1823 Mr. Chaplin forwaiderf the above Bunud 
under the seal and signature of Hie Excellency the Governor General 
in Council” to the Collector of Poona, and in requesting that officer to deliver 
it to Vittuh-ao Mulhar Poorundhuree, added,— 

** As this incumbent resides within your jurisdiction, it U desirable that, on 
the occurrence of his decease, early notice thereof should be communicated 
to me, with a view to the resumption of the Jagheer in question.” 

14. ^I^ittnliuo Mulhar Poorundhnree died on the 12th January 1840, leav¬ 
ing one son, Chimnajee Vittul, to whom the Surinjnm in the Deccan was, by 
order of the Bombay Government, continued. The Nimar villages were, 
according to the tenure of tlie Governor General’s Sunud, resumed by the 
Government of India. 

15. Chimnajee Vittul Poorundhuree, on the 11 th July 1340, addressed 
Lhe Bombay Government, begging that the Nimarvillages might be restored to 
him. Hit^ letter was forwarded for the report of the Acting Agent for Sirdars, 
Mr. Mills, who, on the 13tli October 1840, informed Government as follows;— 

The Acting Agent begs leave to forward an original letter, dated 23rtl 
instant, and enclosure, from the Itesldent at ludoi'c, from which it will 
appear that petitioner has no claim whatever to the villages he alludes to, 
the Governor General in Council having decided that they were merely 
life-grants to petitioner^ father. 

“ Under these circumstances, the petitioner maybe informed that his title 
to the villages he claims is inadinlHsihle. 

15- The request of Chimnajee Vittul Poorundhuree was then, in the Polj-^ 
lical Secretary's letter No. 2400 of the 14th November J 840, negatived ia 
the following tejms :— 

1 am desired to signify to you that, on inquiry, it appears that the vil¬ 
lages in question having been merely life-grants, lapsed to Government on 
the demise of your father, and that the Go vet nor in Council cannot, there¬ 
fore, comply with your petition.” 

17- A copy of the Political Secretary’s reply to Chimnajee Vittul (PoULi¬ 
cal Secretary's letter No. 2491 of the 14th November 1840)VflS on the 
same date forwarded to the Acting Agent for Sirdars, with a reque^ that he 
would **be pleaaed to report, for the information of Government, the tenure 
under which the villages situated in the Poona and Ahraeduuggur territory 
were held by the petitioner's fathw.” 

18. The Agent, in a letter No. JOI dated the 14th April 1841, afforded 
the information called for in regard to th« Deccan villages, and added a 
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recomtaeDidattoa Chat tlioiie in rtinuu should be likewise continued, assignings 
as jj|e grounds on which be had arrired at an opinion opposite to the one 
expTeaaed in his previous report to Government of Che 30tb October 1840 
(see paragraph 16), the fact of the revenues of the ^imar Tillages haTing been 
included in Mr. McDonneirs statenient of Surinjams, and also in those of Mr. 
Marriott submitted to Government on tlie 1st August 1834, Mr, Mills 
thought that the appUcation of the rules framed by Mr. Marriott, and promul¬ 
gated for observance by the Bombay Government pending the decision of 
the Court of Directors, annulled the previous decision of the Governor General 
in Council. 

]9. Mr. Mills seems, however, to have completely overlooked the grounds 
on which the decision of the Supreme Government had been based (see para¬ 
graph 8), and the important fact that the Niinar villages had not been held by 
VitCulrao Mulhar Poorundhuree at the breaking out of the war, and that on 
this account it had seemed to the Supreme Goveniment “ very doubtful 
whether Vittulran Mnlhar was entitled to resume possession of the villages on 
any footing after many years* total abandonraentof them/’ They weie includ* 
ed, it is true, in Mr. McDonnelfs stateTnent, but to inquiry, which was 

afterwards made by Mr. Chaplin, and which proved that they did like 
the Deccan villages, fulfil the terms on which Mr. FJphinstonc had con¬ 
templated the restoration of any holding, whether Surinjam or Inam, 

20. On the 29th July IS40, the Bombay Government, through their Poli¬ 
tical Secretary, forwarded to the Government of India copies of the under¬ 
mentioned correspondence, for such notice as the Hight Honorable tbe 
Governor General in Council might deem it to deserve*V:— 

The petition from Chimnajee VittuI Poorundhuree dated the lltb July 
1840, referred to in paragraph 15 of tins letter. 

Tlie report by^the Acting Agent for Sirdara dated the 30th October 1840, 
referred to in paragraph 15 of tliis letter. ^ 

The reply of Government to Chimnajee VittuI Poorundhuree dated the 
14fh November 1840, referred to in paragraph 16 of this letter. 

The letter from Government to tile Acting Agent for Sirdars dated the 
14th November 1840, referred to in paragraph 17 of this letter. 

The Agent’s reply dated the 14th April 1841, refeired to iu paragrapli 18 
of this letter. 

31. T^e reply of the Supreme Government, conveyed in their Political 
Secretary*3 letter No. 2334 of the 25th August 1841, wajs accompanied by a 
memorandum (the aubstance of which is given in paragraphs 6 to 13 of thia 
letter) of previous proceedings in regiurd to the Nimor villages, and the tenure 
on which they had been held was explained as having been ” by the resolution 
of the Governor General In Council limited to the life of Vithdrao.** 
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22. The Foregoing decision of the Govenimetit of India was cammunicated 
in the following terms to the Agent for Sirdars, in the Political Secielt^'s. 
Jetter No* 3775 of the 7th October 1&41 ;— 

** With reference'to yonr letter dated the I4th April, No^ 101 [the letter 
recommending the restoration of the Nimar villages, referred to in para¬ 
graph I8]j T am directed by the Honorable the Governor in Council to 
transmit, for your information, copy of a communication from Mt. Secretary 
Maddock, dated the 23rd August last, No. 2334, from which you will per* 
ceive the grounds on which the villages of Nugaum and Chugaum were 
resngped by the Government of India on the death of the late Vittulrao 
Mulhar Poorundhuree/' 

23* Thua stood the case, os far as T have been able to leam, when the 
Agent for Sirdars, Mr* Warden, on the 29ih December 1S44, submitted classi¬ 
fied lists of Suimjams, in which, as No* 29 of Class I. and No. 2 of Claes V,, 
the Nynar villages were entered as part of a Sui injam which Chimnnjee Vittul 
Poornndlmiee was entitled, under the Unles, to hold on hereditary tenure, 
the column of Hem arks ’* containing the following explanation:— 

Hy an oversight this portion of the Surlnjam was retained by Govern¬ 
ment when tile remainder was restored to the present incumbent.^" 

24. Mr. Waiden^s lists were subsequently revised by Mr. Brown, who 

succeeded him us Agent fur Siidars, and in whose revised liaU the above 
entry was preserved ; thtf Nimar village# being entered a$, together with tlie 
Deccan ones, forming one Stjrijy^zmf held on one and the same In nei¬ 

ther of the lists was any allusion whatever made to the previous decision of 
1S22, nor to the reconsldeiation of the case which took place subsequent to the 
re£iimj}lioii in 1840, nor to the Supreme Governments hnal enunciation on the 
23rd August 1841 oFtbefr previous decision of 28th December 1822* 

25. The revised Surinjam lists were sanctioned generally by the Honor¬ 
able Court of Directors (Honorable Coart’a despatch No. 15 of the 22nd May 
1849, paragraphs 2 to 12), and it was with reference to this sanction that, on 
the 18th December 1849, the Acting Agent, Mr, Hunter, solicited the orders 
of Guvermnent as to whether or not he should convey the instructions of tlie 
Honorable Court in respect to the Nimar villages to the authorities in the 
Bengal Presidency* 

26* CoQseqaent On this application. Government called upon tha Acting 
Agent (Political Secretary's letter No. 88 of the 8th January lB50)to farniab 
authenticated extracts from the Surlnjam lists relating to the Nimar villagei, 
which were, together with an extract, poragrapha 3 to 12 of the Honorable 
Courtis despatch of the 23nd May 1S49, No, 15, forwarded the Government 
of India (Political Secretary^a letter No* 36 of the 15th March 1650), with a 
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request iJial mstmntiane might 1;« issued for restoring tTie villages on hereditary 
tenilli^ to Chimnujee VitCul Poomndhuree. 

27* The Secretary to the Government of India in the Foreign Department 
replied on the 9th April 1850^ No* 973, and intimated that the requisite orders 
had been iBflTied for the restoration of the villagesj which Chimnajee Vittui 
waa accordingly placed in possession of, and now holds* 

28, 1 have thought it advisable to report on these villages separately, 

leaving the title under which the Sorinjam in the Deccan is held by Chim" 
najee Vittui Poorundburee for inquiry, if requisite, hereafter; the question 
for decision in this case appearing to me simply to be whether the Honorablo 
Court of Directors aanctioned the I'estoration of the Nimar villages on heredi-^ 
tary tenure, tinder the impression that they had been piovioiialy held on the 
same tenure as tlie Deccan portion of the Surinjam, and had been through 
ovcrsiglit retained by GovernmeiU when the Deccan portion was restored ip 
1840; or whether tile Honorable Court were aware that tlie Nimar villages 
had not been held by Vittuirao Mulhar Poorurtdhuree at the breaking out of 
the war j that they bad been under peculiar etreuTDstances, and as an net of 
grace, restored to him, under the Governor Generals Sunnd, as a 
and that they had been in 1841, after Vlttnl Mulhar’s death, formally dechirpil 
by the Supreme Government, on a reconsideration of the case, to have lapsed 
to the State, 

1 have the honour to be, &c* 

(Signed) T* A** Cowpep, Captain, 

Assistant Inain CommiiiHioner* 


No, 188 ^ 1 * 

. P 

Fiom W* TTaht, Esq,, 

fnam Commisaioner, 

To A* Malet, Eaq*f 

Chief Secretary to Government, Bombay. 

I^aifid Setf/^xum, 5th April 1853* 

Svn,—I have the honour to submit a report, No, 102 dated 28th February 
1853, from my Assistant, Captain Cowper, febowing that it was on imperfect 
information that the Honorable the Court of Directors were induced to sanction 
the relinquishment to Ghimnajee Vittui Poomndhuree, and the continuance 
to him on hereditaiy tenure of certain villages and Umnls in Nimar, which, 
under the deliberate and final orders of the Government oflndia, declared after 
Tefi&Tence to the CommiaaioTier m the Deccan, ought to have finally lapsed to 
Government at the deafti of Chiirmajee^s father, the late Vittuirao Mulhar, 
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2* It does not appear necessary to add anytkiiag to what Captain Cowper 
hti stated in his clear report on this case* But with regaid to the impertaiit 
tact that the villages in Nitnar had not been held by Vittnlno Poonindhuree 
at the breaking out of the waft as shown in Captain Cowper's I9th paragtaph, 
it may be as welt to recall the attention of Oovaitiment to the Honorable Mr, 
&tphlnstone*s letter of the 25th October 1819^ which oontaliu the following 
description of a nde observed by him, and sanctioned by the Supreme 
Oovenunent 

** No Surinjani ceded to the British Oovemraent by the Treaty of 1817, 
and no Jagheer not actually enjoyed up to the war, to be restored, unlesi 
specially directed so to be/' 

This rule wAuld appear to be doubly fatal to any claioi by Poorundhuree 
to any port of his former Sarinjam in Nimar, as, besides not having been 
enjoyed at the breaking out of the war, it would appear to have been included 
amon^ the cessions made by the Treaty of Poona, the position of which is thus 
explained'by Mr. Elphinstonc, in the 5th paragraph of his despatch No. 78 
dated ISth June 1818, to the Governor General:— 

** The Feshwa’s whole revenue, before the last Treaty, amounted to 
Bs, 2,15,00jCX>0, of which Es. 95,00,000 was paid into the treasury, 
and Rs. 1,20,00,000 allotted to Jagbeerdars ; of this last sum Bs. 26,50p0(hj 
was produced by land in Hmdoostan, which had greatly declined in vElne, 
and from which the Peshwa derived no benefit lyhatever. 

^'Thia last Rs. 26,5Q,bOO, with Rs. 32,00,000 of the amount payable into 
the treasury, was ceded by the Treaty of Poona, concluded m June last.” 

A 

3. Enough, however, has, 1 think, been stated by Captain Gowper, to 
enable Govemment to come to a decision on Uie question submitted in the 
last paragraph of his report, and to judge how any reply which can be given 
to it ought to ailect, in this particular cose, the general sanction given by the 
Honorable Court of Directors to the scttlemenU proposed by the revised 
Sarinjam lists of 1847, 

1 have the honour to be, 

(Signed) W. Hast, 

Inam CommisBioner. 


Office No. 2750.] 


No* 89 OF 1853i 


m 

PoLTriCAL DoFABtltANT. 

To. C* Allbn, Esq*, 

Officiating Secretoi^ to tire Govemment of Indaa, Fort WilljaiDr 
Sin,—With reference to the ootre^mdence noted maigiu* I 

Sn 
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itirecfced to traii^iniit to you. 


for submUsion to tJie Most Noble the GoTemo'r 


To tlie SccretATV to tbe 
Governs cnt pt liidia^ No. 
^ elated tbe ll^th Muieh 
1850. 

Fxom ditto, Nor fl70 
iktfd ^Itb Aptil 1850. 


Gelleral of’ India in Council, copy of a letter and of 
its enclostire from Mr. Hart, the late Inam Commia^ 
sioner, No. 1883 dated the Sth April last, showing that 
it was on imperfect information that the Honorable 
the Couit of Directors were induced to authorise the 


continuance on hereditary tenure to Cbintamun Viltul Poomndhiiree of cer¬ 
tain villages and Umuls in Nimar, which, under the orders contained in Mr. 
Secretary Swinlon’s letter dated the 28th December 1822, ought to have been 
resumed ^ 

2. In forwarding these cIocumentH, I am degii ed to add thereto c6py of a 
Minute thereon by t!ie Right Honorable the Governor, concurred in by the 
Honorable Mr. Blaue, dated the 14th instant, and to request that, with refer¬ 
ence to the Ifitli paitigraph of the latter document, you will have tlie goodness 
to submit to the Most Noble the Governor General in Council the suggestioni 
of this Government that immediate steps may be taken to iTisume the villages 
and Umula in question. 

3. The Resident at Indore Ime been addressed on the subject, in order that 
any poilion of the income which may possibly be in his hands may be with¬ 
held, pendirig further orders fiom the Government of India. 


I have the honour to be, ^c. 

(Signed) A, Malet, 

liombni/ Cfisf.kj JitJic 1853. ' " Chief Secretary. 


.£hrlracl Parugrap/fit i5 (r? \7 of a Minnie doted tfiC 14(A Jmte 1853, the 
Miffht Honorable iJie GovERNoa in Couwcir., concurred in ht/ the Bonor- 
alile Mr^ Baake. 

15. The fact of both Mr. Warden and Mr. Brown having in their revised 
Surinjam lists of 1844 and 1847 made no allusion whatever to the eoiTeapond- 
ence which had passed in 1840*41 between Government and their predecessor, 
Mr. Mills, which terminated in the refusal of the Government of India to con- 
tiuu* these villages to Chimnajee Vittul Poonindhuree, appears wholly unac¬ 
countable, as does also tlie statement made by both those gentlemen that 
these villages, til rough “an otfer&ightf’ hadP not been continued with the re- 
mainder^of the 8urlnjam in the year 1840. Mr. Warden should, I am of 
opinion, be afforded the opportunity of submitting any explanation upon this 
subject which may be in his power. 

Tb. I would further propose that copiee of Mr. Uarf s and Captain Cowper's 
letters, nccouipanied by a copy of this Minute,*be tranamitted to the Govern- 
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ment of India^ in order that immediate step may be taken to re&ame the 
villages in question. * , 

17. The Resident at Indore, also, should receive a copy of ouv commun[ca¬ 
tion to the Government of Indlaj in order that any portion of the revenue 
which may poasibly be in hb hands'may be withheld j pending further oirders 
from the Government of India. 


Tflo. 323a ’ 

^ FoRiSION Djepartmbnt: 

From the OmciATJNG Sechetarv to the GovERiTMEtiT op In&ja, 

To the CuiEP SECRETARY TO THE GOVERNMENT OP RoMHAT. 

Dated Fort Wiiliamf 22nd Jttl^ 18J>3. 

Sir,—I have the honour to acknowledge tlie receipt ofyour desptch dated 
the 23rd ultimo. No. 89, forwarding copies of a letter and of its enclosure from 
Mr. Hart, the late In am Commissioner, and of a Minute recorded Ihei’eupon 
by the Right Honorable the Governor, pointing out that it was on imperfect 
information that the Honorable the Court of Directors were induced to autho¬ 
rise the coudnuance, on hereditary tenuvo, to Chintamuu Vitlnl Poorundhurec, 
of certain villages and Umuls in Nimar, which oaght to have been resumed^ 

2. In reply, I am directed to acquaint you that as the recommendation of 
the Government of Bonjbay, which was generally approved by the Court of 
Directors, and which, under that approval, led the Governnient of India ill 
IS50 to restore tlie Jfimai'villages that had been resumed, and properly re¬ 
sumed, after full consideration by fhe Government of India iu 1840-41, was 
founded upon a mistaken statement of the facts of the case. His Lordahij> 
in Council agi^cs with the Govemnient of Bombuy in thirdcing that the error 
sliould be at once corrected by the recall of the order of 1850, and the imme¬ 
diate recovery of the villages in question. 

3. The Resident at Indore has been directed accordingly. 

4+ A copy of this correspondence will be duly forwarded for tlie informa¬ 
tion of the Honorable the Court of Dii'ectorB. 

1 have the honour to be, 

(Signed) J, P. Grant, 

OfEciating Secretary to the Government of India. 

Fort miiiorn, ^nd July 1853. 



12 


APPENDIX D. 


, No. dm QF 1663. 

PoUTttAL DEPABTlfBirr. 

From A. ^sq., 

Chief Secretary to OoTemmentp Bombay, 

To C. J* Manson, Esq., 

InaiQ Commissioner, 

Datfd IB/A Aufftat 1653, 

SiH,—With reference to your predecessor's letter and ite endosurc. No, 1883 
dated the 6th April last, 1 am directed by the Hl^ht Hooomble the GoFemor 
in Council to inform you that, at the recommendatbn of this govemmbnt, the 
GoFCrnment of India has directed the immediate restimptionpf the Tillages 
and Umula therein alluded to, and that instructions have this day been issued 
to the Agent for Sirdars to erase them from the Surinjam lists. 

I huTC the honour to be, kc. 

I N 

(Signed) A, 

Bombay Castlej iSfA Avyust 1B53. Chief Secretary. 


Political DfiPARTatE^x. 

To A, Malet, Esq., 

Chief Secretary to GoTemmentj Bombay, 

Poona^ 9/A September 1863. 

SiH,-^My unexpected departure to Bombay to^take my seat in the Council 
prevented my completing my inquiries, in view to answering your letter No. 
2752 dated the 23rd of May last, tTUnstnittiiig one with enclosure from the 
Inam Commissioner, in which he has attempu^ to show that two villages, and 
portions of the revenue of others, were continued on imperfect informatton to 
Chimun Rao Vittul Poorundhuree ^ and adding a prids of the proceedings 
of the Government in roepect to them, with the remark that the Government 
has no means of accounting for the fact of both Mr. Brown and myself having, 
in our Surinjam lists, made no allusion whatever to a correspondence on the 
subject between Government and my predecessor, Mr. Mills, whicfa tenninated 
in the refusajl of the Government of India to continue these viUages, nor for 
the etatcment made by both of us that tliese villages, through an oversight, 
had not been continued with the remainder of the Surinjam in a. d. 1840. 

2. There is only one way of accounting for my silence in respect to the 
partkndaf correspondence between Mr. Mills and the Government,—viz. that 1 
had not seen it. From a. d. 1834 to a. d. 1842, 1 had no official connect 
lion with the Deccan^ during tikis interval, the 'two Native officials, who bad 
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in the prepirattab of the SurinjuQ luts eubnulted by Mr, Marriott in 
1833, had been exchanged for two Btrangere^ bo that memory could ifot aid 
any of and huTing, imoe I ha« been at Poona, referred to the oiigiual 
papeTji without discoTeriog any mark itidioating my havltig seen theni .fand 
I seldom read an important official paper without leaving a mark on it which 
I can aflerwardB recognise as ouDe), I have not the BmalleBt doubt that 1 
had never seen this correspondence when 1 prepared the Snrinjam lists in a, d. 
1844; that I ought to have seen this correspondence there is no doubt, and 
1 could not have avoided seeiitg it if Mr* Mills had compiled his recordfl, 
as records are now unireraaUy preserved, instead of dividing his correepondcnce 
into volumes of Inward and Outward Letters,'' bouiid up according to 
their dates, and quite irrespective of the subjects to which the letters severalty 
related. 

3. It does not, however, follow, as it appears to me, that any fraud or 
wilful auppression took place on the part of the Native servants of the Agent's 
Office*on that occasion, for although on the lists there is only the brief note 
(1 quote from Captain Cowper^s copy of it)—“ By an overeight this portion of 
the Surinjam was retained by Government when the remainder was restored 
to the present incumbent,"—if you will do me the favour to refer to paragraph 
19 of my letter to Oovemraent dated December 29th, 1844, to which that 
note was only an accompaniment, you will find me entering into the follow¬ 
ing detail" 1 have the honour to state that the family of Vittulrao Poo- 
rundhuree has produced twenty*one Suupds or tltle^eeds, of which fourteen 
relate to hia Surinjam in Poona and Ahmednuggur, and teven to hU estate ia 
A fint/oostan, which last, lam ikformtdf has been resumed, although granted by two 
Sunuds, dated, one in a. n* 1739 and the other to A* o, 1744,au£fvAfcA vhoutd, 
iherefortj be reatorfd^ with arrears* * While the expression in the foregoing 
passage—“ 1 am informed*—satishcB me that I had no proof before me of what 
1 asserted, it also satisfies me that my subordinates in the Duftur did not con* 
ceal from me their belief that the resumption had taken place ; and the mc4t 
probable solution of the difficulty is, that as the correspondence was in the 
English Office of the Agent for Sirdars, and the land to be resumed in country 
beyond the limits of this Presidency, and the resumption itself, consequently, 
not carried into effect through the instrumentality of the Agent for Sirdars, 
no official' note of it was recorded, or at least remembered to' the Poona 
Daftur. 

4. Having thus disposed of the difficulty arising from my not alfuding to 
the coirenpondence between the Government of Bombay and Mills in 
1840-41,1 shall now proceed to ehow,—Hr, although, had this correspondence 
been before me, I should most certainly have alluded to It, that I should as 
certainly not have deviated cue point from the course I took in respect to this 
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ia consequeaoe'of Buch corresjundefnce, the decision of the Supreme 
GoTeroment hav^mg beeu the deebion of a totally distinct question from that 
before me; and 2nd^ even if it had not been so, that the inquiry originally 
proposed by me was not only not to be affected by isolated decisions, but that 
it waa on the apparent inconaiatency of these local decisions that the Honor* 
able the Court of Directors directed the general inquiry Into and decision of 
theae claims on certain definite principles, such inquiry being entrusted to me, 
though from the delay—extending to no less a period than fifteen montha—that 
occurred in Bombay in disposing of my report, I had quitted India before it 
was even noticed by the Government which ordered my successor to test the 
accuracy of my work, and I have, consequently, ever since felt myself divested 
of all responsibility as to the results 

3, For perspicuity b sake, 1 dispose of the lastHstated point first,—viz* that 
it was the nature of these local decisions that led to the geneml inquiry, and 
which was not to be affected by them. If the Right Honorable the Gover¬ 
nor in Council will do me the favour to refer to a letter addressed by me as 
Deputy Agent for Sirdars to the Government on tlie 7th November lS3i2, No, 
93, Political Department, he will find that the revision of the Surinjara lists 
was originally proposed by me, because eo different had the decisions some^ 
tim.es been on cases of a dmilar kind, that no uniform principle could be said 
to have been established,^^ and that it was, therefore, desirable to prepare 

atatcTnenta to seive in future years to guide decisions, which should exhibit 
the antiquity of each grant, the claipis and condition of the original grantee, 
and the respectability of the prei^ent representatives’^; and if the Government 
will refer, secondly, to the 2nd paragraph of a lettir, No^ 9 dated February 7th, 
1S38, addressed by the Honorable (he Court of Directors to (ho Government 
of India, it will be peroeived that this very paragraph of mine is quoted by the 
Court as explamtig the cause of the inquiry ordered; and so far, therefore, 
from the decisioits passed in early years being a light to guide us, they w^ere 
often considered as beacons to warn us off,'z-the antiquity of the grant, the 
claims and condition of the original grantee, and the respectability of the in¬ 
cumbent at the moment, being recommended as the sole basis of the decision. 

6. On this communication of mine the Honorable the Court of Directors 
ultimately issiued direct to the Qoveimment of Bombay their benevolent 
instructions contained in their letter dated the 2fith of October 1842, directing;, 
irrespective of an**arrangement" proposed by the Bombay Government, which 
it was admitted would not have violated any pledge"—irrespective of a 
by.Mr. Secretary Maddock and a Minute by Lord Auckland, advocating a 
much move extensive refimnption than the ** Directoi-s contemplated"—irrespec¬ 
tive,,in short, of nil that had gone before,—the Home Government directed that 
fif/-Jagheers which bore dates anterior to A. d, f731, ** as well as.those of which 
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the dates are unknown, hut which are known to be ancient/ aiid those of more 
recent date which were panted in commutation for the jeHumption of atcient 
poasessions, should be hereditary in the foUest sense of the word? resumption 
after a second genemtioii, with reversionary pecuniary provpiou, beings the 
rule in respect to Suiinjamfl bearing dates subsequent to a. n. 1751, and the 
accession of the last Peshvra, whose grants were, as a rule, resumed* 

7. From the foregoing it results that my only business was to teat every 
claim by these principle a, and so far from the decision of the Supreme Govern* 
ment in respect to Poorundhuree^s Nimar posseasions being the only one a 
modification of which in favour of the claimant i proposed, it will be observed 
that it forms but one of a list of no less than twenty-two decisions by the Go¬ 
vernment resuming Surinjame which I eald should be altered* 

8. I proceed to show, secondly, that the question before the Supreme Go¬ 
vernment and that before me in respect to these lands in IVimar was different 

9. The Inaiu Commissioner has kindly placed at my disposal a com- 
pilatiob of the corrcapoudence on this case, from which I make the following 
extracts:—On the 10th December ISIS', Mr* Chaplin, the Commissioner in the 
Deccan, wrote to Sir John Malcolm, who was then Agent to the Governor 
General in Central India, enclosing a “ Murathee list of two villages arwi the 
Mokassa of fitte others, in Nimar, which were held in personal Jaghaer by 
Vittulrao Mulhar Poorundhuree, which it was desirable should be coutinueit 
to hira/^ Sir John Malcolm anawcied, January 15th, 1820, that the Supreme 
Government Imd appropriated the villagqs in the belief that they were Surin- 
jam, not Inam* 

10* Mr- Chaplin replied that the villages were granted in Jagbeer 

aeveuty years before the time he was writing,—'before even Holkar*s posseaaion 
of Nimar, to whose authority they were never subjected, hut held of the 
I^eshwa up to the war, though they may have been subject W interruption from 
Holkar and Sind la, as teell a$ other lands of the Peshwa in Nitnar^ Mr* Chaplin 
added, «that the claims of those who held their personal Jogheers of the 
Peshwa were quite diatinct from such as held Jagheer grants, as in the case of 
Holkar alluded to iu the tetter of the 17tb July from Mr. Elphiaetone, whose 
proceedings bad been sanctioned by the Supreme Government* Sir John 
Malcolm next enclosed a letter from Colonel Smith, mentioning that the local 
authorities maintained that Nugaum and several other villages were given os a 
sermce Jagheer, and not as personal one, which he the more readily believed 
from Poorundhuree having had a considerable body of horse in the service of the 
Peshwa; and that these people said Poorundhui'ee seldom derived any adfkntage 
from the revenues of the village, if roas eternally hast hy Pindarees and 
oih^ predatory ChieflaiRs^ and abandoned, till, at the particular request of the 
village autlioritiee, the firitUh Government took charge of it* Colonel Smith 
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ihot^ht Poonmdhoree'B daiiM preposterous^ beceuee tbe rilloge 6f Nugaum 
had teen uninhabited by any hmuan creature for hlteen o^r twenty yeara^ until 
i unproved by the industry of an opulent GoeaveCj to whom Colonel Smith 
gare it 

11. Mr. Chaplin now proceeded (April 8th, 1820) to state that Poorun- 

dhuree had iSwutdi bearing the ttai for all the villages mentioned in 

Colonel Smithes tetter, in pets&iuti Jagheer (Zit Surinjam), dated in a. d. 
1786^7, and that they rvinaiiwd ta hit name in tht Dvjlur accotmtSf and uvre 
conndend tohe^hh pdut^anbn up to the war^ though Nugaum bad been desert-^ 
ed fifteen years. Mr. Chaplin added these important words,—" Vittul Mulhar 
never had any Fouj Surinjam, nor Md he any troope with the Peshwai' 1 ap* 
prehend his rights will not be affected by the circumstance ,of one or more 
Ttllages haring been deserted^ It is a common practiee for Inamdars to reclaim 
their lands when they find them to be worth holding/' 

12. The Supreme Government, on this (July 22nd, 1822) ordered a local 
inquiry to be made into the claims, with tAe view prineipetlly (says the Resident 
at Indore) of clearing ike doubts wActAer the Poommdh'tsFm held ihe vlUagm 
ON A SoRiNj^AUEE OR Inamxb TRNuns; and the ABsistant in charge of 
Plimar reported (August Btfa, 1822) the information obtained by an examina¬ 
tion of Wutundear Patels and Putwarees, who were fifty and fifty-live years 
of age, to the effect that thirty-six years had elapsed since the gift was made 
in Surinjamee tenure, which reserved the just right of the British Government 
to the two villages upon the lapse the proprietor*S life. 

13. The village officers assured the ABslatant thflt,_/rom tAeiV earlUet tccoI- 
ieciion, the hco tillages had been ta the possession bf the^ Pootundhuree family^ 
to whose heal Collector they had du^f paid ihe ttvenves, 

14 Possession had been twice interrupted for about one year, once by 
Hifl Highness Bowlut Hao Sindia, and afterwards by Trimbukjee Denglia, 
iix years before the British accession, though the villagers were unable to 
explain on what plea, other than force, Sindia could have interfered^ , 

15. As regards the Mokassa of Sangvee, which is the third item held of 
the Britiah Government, the Assistant said it bad not been sanctioned, aa 
the village was but partially reclaimed to tillage, and the rent-free period bad 
not expired.” 

16, On this local inquiry, the Resident at Indore adopted the opinion ex¬ 
pressed from the beginning, and throughout the inquiry by Mr. Chaplin; and 
the Governor General in Council (December 28th, 1822) concerted entirely 
with Um in viewing the grant of Chugaum and Nugaum to be simply a Ufe- 
tmure of ike naturs cf 2M Siweinjoxnee. The Supreme Government added to 
the expression of this opinion, that of its inability to understand on what pirin* 
cipU 3ir John Malcolm should have bestow^ these villages in free gift or 
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Ihougfi qufllLfyiD^ paiaage in tBie Sunud allowed that' Iw^aentnlLy 
miaapprehended the oature of that temure (Inam); concMlag with tlie ledhirk 
that it wa& very doabtful whether Poonntdharw was eofitlied to receive ptSa- 
sesaion on any focrtin^ after many jeate^ total abandonment of them; 
conceiving that Govemment amply fathUed any obligations which the pitN* 
cecdlngsof thelate Agent may ha^e imposed} by aclcnawledgufg the tenure in 
queHtion to be a life Jagheer^ instead qf Inam ; and the villages were granted, 
accordingly, as " hitherto held/' vii. on Zut Sarinjam, or official tenure for life; 

17. If the Government shall be able to follow me through the forgoing 
sketch of the manner in which Poorundhnree obtained possesalon of these 
two villages, it wid be apparent that they were first thought by Sir Jolm 
Malcolm to be stroke Jagheer, and then / jiojb , though even by Sir John Mal¬ 
colm this tenure WEis not correctly apprehended, Mr» Chaplin having shown 
tjiat they could not be sertnes Jagheer, for the conclusive rCRson that Poomn- 
dhtiree ticfter serreef, and having consistently pcr^iiflted that they wereywrjosfl/ 
Surinjam (Z^t Surinjam), the Governor General ordered a local inquiry aa-to 
whether the villages were Inam or Zht Surinjam, and pronounced the decision 
(his doubts as to whether he should receive possession on any footing In con- 
hcq lienee of alleged abindoDuient of the villages notwithstanding) that hls^ZSt 
Surlnjamce tenure^—in other words, an official tenure for lifCj—should be 
acknowledged. 

18. I leave it to the Govern ment to say, after the perusal of the foregoii^ 

prtrk of a volume sent to tile from Captain Cowper's own ofEce, whether he 
u'us justified in. telHng Mr. Hart, the late Inaim Commissioner (paragraph 3), 
that the c/nhf portion ef the correapondence between the rfinmr anthorJtrca 
which it vras of importance to notice was "tbai one of the villages claimed 
(Chugaum) had been abandoned by VittuIrflO Mulliai'^ Poonmdb'uree long, 
prior to its occupation by the ffritlsh Government, as cout&ined in a pH vat* 
letter from Colonel Smith to Sir John Malcolm^ for it was not even (as 
Captain Cowper alleges) a fact pointed out by Sir John Malcolm himself to 
Mr. Chaplin, but hearsay on what Sir John Malcolm hiraaelf coBs a private 
letter,*' leritfea tjoo years and a half tiie local injury undertaken by 
order of the Government to clear up doubts; the fonts elicited by that local 
inquiry being, uot,asthIs private heaisay has it, that the village ofChngaum 
had been abandoned by Vittulrao PoorUndhuree long prior to its occupation 
by the British Oovemment,** but that from the mliest recolbetidn of t|jp local 
authorities, and who had attained the age of fifty, the ftco villages had fees i/i 
the possessitiTt of the Poomndhurec to tohose local tollector th^ had 

paid (he reo&ives, • - 

19. In other words, Pooraidhuree enjoyed till the British accession all 

tliat the eternal'* ravages of ,the Pin^arees left any one to enjoy of the 
Jo 
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Surinjam granted to him !by the Peshwa utider two Sunads licfore ev^ Hoi- 
kftr fiYcr went to HindoDatan* 

20. 1 have thuBj I thinks eetabliahed that which 1 onderlook to prorc,—viz. 
that the question before the Supreme GoTernment and that before me in respect 
to these lands in ^imar were different; and even if it had not been eOj the 
inquiry by me waa not to be affected by isolated local, decisions. 

2L, The question'before the Governor General in Council was—“ Is 
this'an Inam or a Zat Surinjam?’* The question before me was—“Was 
this, which has been acknowledged a Zkt Surinjam or official tenure for life, 
as hitherto held, attended, in its origin and continuance, by such ciroumstances 
as, according to the concessions made to the Surinjamdars by the home 
authorities, subsequently to the general sctilement of the country, by which ali. 
were f^es^orelc^ as life-grants and subsequently to the orders of the Go vein- 
ment of India on this particular claim, to entitle the Surlnjamdar's family to 
more than the Supreme Government gave him ?” 

22. Losing sight altogether of the important circumstance that tft'e ques¬ 

tion, and the only question, before the Supreme Government, was, whether 
the grant was a free hereditary gift or an official life-grant, great stress is laid, 
throughout the whole of the recent discussion, on the ^t that the Supreme 
Government pronounced it to be the latter, overlooking that it was so pro¬ 
nounced in contradistinction only to its acknowledgment as an hereditary free 
gift by Sir John Malcolm j and, above all, overlooking that, in so limiting the 
alienalion, the Governor General in#Council only placed this Z^t Surinjam on 
the precise footing of every other Surinjam in the Peshwa^B late dominions,—> 
on the precise footing of every man whose name is bonae on the Surinjam list; 
and that to have conceded to Poorundhuree anything except a life-grant 
would have been to do more for him than had at that time 1822) been 

done even fi>r the Surinjamdars whom the Honorable Court of Direetoi^ liave 
fiinoe declared 4o be entitled, by the respect yielded to prescription, to “ inherit¬ 
ance in the fullest sense of the word **; for although Mr. Elphinstonc left notea 
for future guidance in the words “ Hereditary^^—For life,” he told the 
Governor General that the decision had in no ease been communicated, and 
the Governor General ordered that every fair opportunity should he token to 
reduce the Surinjams which in each cose of lapse were to be reflumed, and, if 
continued, to be eo as an act of grace. 

23. ^ In my apprehension, the moment the Supretue Government rejected 
Poorundhuree’s claim to be aa Inamdor, and declared him a Zfit Surinjamdar, 
he vAfi placed on precisely the Bame footing as all other 7Ai SuriDjamdaxs, and 
entitled to share in all the privileges thereafter conceded to that class of land¬ 
holders; and as Mr. Elphinstone originally ii^nded that bis Surinjam, includ¬ 
ing the Nimor villagea, sliould be hereditaiy, unices it can be shown that it 
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will not stand the test onder which it has found its way icrtg'its present place 
on the lilts, I consider tiiin as much entitled to the indulgences of A» d, ft42 
as the* twenty other Swinjamdan whose-Surinjams had been ndt merely 
pronounced to be bnt actually reiumed by tho Government befiire 

1 entered on the intjulry, but which are now iiv the quiet posseasion of the heirs. 

24. This brings tnfe to the gronnds on which Mr. Hart and Captain^ 
Cowper have attempted to show that the rfimar Surinjam was differently^ 
circumstanced from that in the Deccan. 

25. These reasons that the villages had not been held at tbo 

breaking out of the war^ or, as Captain Cowper expresses it, not In pos^asion 
at the breaking out of the war } aimI that, under these circumstances, Mr« 
EIphinstono^B arfhngemcntE did not contemplate their restoration^ 

26. It is very remarkable that both these ofEcers of the Inam- Commission 
have abstained from invHmg the attention of the Government to the 5c*f 
evidence as to possession, yh. the evidence obtained on the s|X)t by the 
Asaistant five years after the war ; and how these gentlemen ean have over-^ 
looked that the Assistant in Nimar reported, on the evidence of two village 
officers upwards of fifty years of age, that from thdr earliest recollection tJie 
two villages had been in the possession of the Foomndhuvee family, to whose 
local collector ftcy had duly paid the revenues; possession having been twica 
interrupted only, and that for but one year each time, and by usuipation,-^tl!iie 
first having been on the “ plea of force ” by Sindia^ and the last as long as six 
years before the British accession, at tlie Hands of Trtmbukjee Denglia; Mr. 
Chaplin, with tire Peshwa-s S|inudsiii his hand, and Poona Duftur before him, 
declaring at the same^lime that the villages remained in Pooiundlmrcc'^^ 
name in the Duflur accounts, and were considered to be in his possesBiou up 
to the war. 

27. And if not in Poorundhutec's possession^ in whose possession were 
tlicy ?—for the Government vinll observe, from the annexed extract of a letter 
from Captain Cowper to the new Iimm Commissioner, Mr. Mansoii, which 
he has just scut me, that the villages were not in the possession of the^only 
Ollier party entitled to possess tliem, vi::. the Pesliwa, to whom tliey belonged:— 

**The Peshwas' records do not, as far as T am aware, contain any order 
for the resumption of tlie villages ami Umuli in. Nimar, which .were continued 
for life to Vittulr^ Mulhar Poorundhuree by order of the Supreme Go¬ 
vernment; ijtdaed^ I haue no reason to heikve tftal ilic^ were thus 
^Captain Cowper, August 9th, 1853.> ' ' ^ 

I 

28. As to the interruption^of poesossion, if the Peshwa himself was so 
little able to maintain his own supremacy over Siudia as that he withheld, till 
the Peshwa hud ceased to reigu, yilUges cedc;d tlnough the instrumcutalit^. 
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of the Duke of Wdlki^n, by the Treaty oT Suij^ Anjtmgatimj ae Icng before 
Its f8C3, doee it wekkea Poorundhuree’!^ otaim to consideration that he wae 
the vjcttni of thU powerful Chieftain, and of the Minister whose hands were 
stained by the blood of an ambassador to his master's court ? But even this 
usurpation was short, and did not, so fur as I can discover, last till the war» 
as asserted by Mr. Hart and Captain Cowper, but ceased, as teetihed on tlie 
Bf>ot by Colonel Smith, six years before the British conquest, 

29, It is true that the Governor General in CouncQ of that day speats of 
the total abandonment of the villages Ihr many years; but, judging from the 
evidence that was before him, I conclude this abandorunent referred to tJie 

j 

deserted village of Nugaum only, for the “ local collector*' (fuly received tlie 
revenues of Chugaum, this " local collector'* having been I am informM 
by the last of the hereditary Duftur Karkoons,—whose father and grandfather 
were in the Duftur, and who was himself employed on the Surinjam settlement 
under Mr, Elphinatonej'^Raojee Pendsay, who is now employed under the 
Inam Cominissioner) a Gosain, to whom Poomudhuree was largely indebted, 
and to whom, therefore, he assigned the revenues of these two viUages. 

30. Pcx>rundhuree has informed me that Raojee Pendsays statement is 
true, and has given me, as the name of the Gosaiti, Futtehgeer's CAtla or disci¬ 
ple, ftumbboogeer ; and the Government, from the note set out at the foot of 
this page,* addressed on the 17th of last month to the Resident at Indore, 
will sec that Jt was to the Gooroo of this very peraon to whom Poorundhurce 
says be assigned lua rillagea in liquidation of hia debts, that it was made over 
by Colonel Smith, and that Sumbhoogeer wes ^ Pooruudhuree’a general agent 
in Nimar,—thus satisfactorily explaining how it came'to pass that the revenue 
of the villages, tliouglt alienated in Suriiyam to PoomndJitirae, was never 
remitted to Poona* 

3L That he abandoned Nugaum, in the sense in which a man abandons 
hia own bouse when set on fine by an armed banditti, is quite true j the land 
was wasted, the dwellir^ were desolated, and the village " without a light/" 
aa the Natives express it; but hot because Poorundhuree abandoned them. 


* ^undlasir^ Auffiut 17^i, 1853* 

Mv noAK Mb. Hamti-tom,— Out lettw booka hew oulj coDuuemce ia 1821 , » I cauld qgt 
flml the letter you ulludt to, dated MBwh 18550, but Colonel Smith settled Kogawa thtough 
^uttehgHr Mhunt,” and hii fkiiiily haa coatihued e^er liuw to be the lesding^ people and 
hankei^ of the viUaBe i hi* aon (a) Suinhboogeaf it the penon the Poomndbuwe put io charge 
of Nogtwa, Bad appmnted bu general agent m Nimitr* 1 pwpoM cootmuing the village in 
Sumbhoogcer'i mauagemeDt, 


Yoon mokt ainccrely. 


{Signed) R, H. K.BATiMOBi 


(a)mKlj)le1 Don^ulwii J* W, 
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but because bord«A at Pindoira carried ^ and awofri^ <>Ter tbe pkins of 
India ; and it would be a nueer^U ■abterfuge, anwortky ol^ the B^|h Go¬ 
vernment of A. r- »till mtnie of tliat of a. d- 1863> reigiUDg over an em' 
piTCi etretchingi u iider the genius and energy of the praent Goyeruor Genefra), 
from the eonlfiaee of China, to those of Affghanistan, to . tell one wbon^ Mr, 
Elphinstonedeacribed aa "poor*and in debt, and who left thePeahwa early— 
You could not hold your own egmlnat those freebootersj the exterauitation 
of whom was only ejected -through the instrumentality of a canfederacy of all 
the Muiatha powers and of the united armies of the British in lodisr com¬ 
manded by the Governor General in person ; and you should, thereibre, be , 
treated as one who abandoned his post, and be stripped of tire indulgence con¬ 
ceded to all other Surinjamdara except yourself” 

32, Captain Cowper next asserts that the village of Boorhanuggur— 
Poorandhuree’s claim to which was rejected—was exactly in the position of 
the Nimar ones. What this position wa^ I have shown, and in Captain 
Cowper^a own book, already referred to, I find evidence, certainly bearing no 
better authority than my own signature,—but still what must be taken to be 
true till proved to be false,—as to the condition of Boorhanuggur. £t Is a re¬ 
port addressed by me, as Agent for Sirdars, to the Government, so long ago 
as May 4tb, 1843 j it is as follows :— 

" Oo reference to the reoords of the Peshwas^ Government, it appear&^i^t 
die portions of the revenue of the vlltage of Boovhanuggur claimed tne 
petitioner were restoi%d to his grand^ther about a, n, 1759, and again 
entered in the following year as public property, in consequence of it^i being 
deserted; mtd thii was the ^tate in whichj aecordinff to the Duftvir acoomtSf 
it contintied till the accession of the Mritish Govemmentf and the Collector 
of Ahmednuggur reports that the vUioffe has been deserted for one hundred 
and ffo^yeasrSi oD^ul that there la no record of the petition^ eoerharintf et^oyed 
what he cbiviiSf and, in fact, there is nothing to anjoy, for the village being 
deserted, its land must be waste, 

(Signed) '' JoHK Warden,’^ 

33, ‘ 1 leave the Government to determine whether Captain Cowper’s 
assertion is borne out by his own record, 

34, Captain Co wper*s next assertion, paragraph 19, The N imar villages 

were included, it is true, in Mr, McDotmell^fl stetement, but to zV 

quiry^ which was afterwards made by Mr. Cbapbn, and which proved that they 
did not, like the Deecan villages, fulfil the terms on which alone Mr, Elphin- 
stone had contemplated the restoration of any holding, whether Surinjani or 
Inam” j—the truth being, io &r as i have been able to discover it, 
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BpecilUd below:—‘, 
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And BO fi^ from any inquiry having been left to be made by Mr* Cliaplin, he, 
m bfB eecond letter to Sir Jobn Matoolin on ibis sul^ectr dated January 26th, 
1820j'aa}^ It tt?aa therefore deckled that they (the Nioiar villagea) should be 
reatoMd to him (Poorundhurc^) by our Government^ fra common with tA^ person¬ 
al Jagho&F'^f ailp«r»ons comaidered deserving tf this indvlpenco throughout tho 

* ^Almoit the whole of thnc p-mU have ntrw been iuucd lUi Goiecnoriii Canudll, 

wibkWIbt Oorethpiiut of India nt eirlj u May lltb, 1#20* 















the Peehm^* pdueieiMi Tent wiU olisiMrve the c}«ima 
thoae who held their ‘personal Ja^heeri of the PeaKm' are quite distinct from 
euchashdd Jagheev granta fi^m'f<)^g;Tf pHu^es^ as ill the Holkar 

oJlnded to in Mr» El^hinatoiw*® letter of the I7th July. As tke Stspo'^em^'Qo^ 
vernment has tAfsa/fy tsmcHensd the Honerf^U tAe late CJpmtnisiiojtet^ipttkeeii- 
ittffs on these points^ you will not, perhaps, under this' eseptanatiah, codntier a 
further reference necessary*'' ' ' 

35. The foregoing OKtracta speak for thcmselnes, and I abst&JnL from 

remark. . r ^ 

36. Captath Gowper^s next assertion which it faHa to me to notice ts that 
contained in his 25th and 27th paragraphs, that the revised Sunnjam lists were 
sanctioned ffetseralfy^ and that it was wkh reference to this sanction that Poo- 
nindhuree was placed in possession. 

37. If you will do me the favour to refer to the 20th paragraph of the 
letter from the Honorable the Court of Directors dated October 26th, 1842, 
you It'ill observe that thsy or^inated the question as to whether Vittulrao 
Poofundfauree had been treated sufficiently liberally by the Government,*— 

The original grant (£. e* the Deccaa estate) being (they said) of the early date 
of A. D. 1741, it must, under the principles laid down in the present despatch, 
be hereditary, and we direct it to be so considered/' 

38. On this, instructions were issued to me as Agent for Sirdars, to ascertfjn 
whether the family of the late Vittulrao Mulhar Poorundhuree posseted 
any documentary proof of the e^te held by the deceased having been.grauted 
to his femily in the year 1741. 

39. Ill answer to,the requisition, I wrote as follows (Agent for Sirdars to 
Government, dated December 29th, 1844, paragraph 19) 

** In reply to your last paragraph, I have the honour to state that the 
family of Vittulrao Mulhar Poorundhuree has produced twenty-one Siinuds 
or title^eeds, of which fourteen relate to his Surinjam in Poona and Ah- 
mednuggar, and seven to Ms estate in Hindoostatif which last, I am informed, 
has been resumed, although granted by two Sunuds, dated, one In A. D. 
1739, and the other in a. d. ^44, and which should, therefore, he restored 
with arrears. The Poona and Abmednuggur.posBesfiions are secured by 
Sunuds bearing dates from A. n. 1719 to A. D. 1768. Of these seven are 
dated subsequently to a. n. 1751 ; but as oli these refer to older grants, 
and Mr. Elphinstone declares the estate to have existed seventy-eight y^a 
in 1819, which gives the year a. d. 1741 as that of^ the original grunt, as 
set down by me in the list of 1834,1 think bo mistake can have been 
made on this point/' 

49. This order from thepottrtof Directors was made just one yeoxetfter 
the resumptiw of the Nimar estate^ ajdd if anybody bad then understood there 
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tb portions of t^e^oorundhar^ 

my dkreglfttd of thia distinction 
vroald hutn betn OfiTCrnnieiit of the seeing they scm- 

myn^Hsts fbr th^-^torb^ paiod of flfteea monthaj and Vonld not hare' 
f&iled^ to refer to toe order of too Goi^emmeni of India dated'the 7ih of Octo¬ 
ber 1S41 tega^iBgtoe Hindoo^n eBtate, which order was then recent and 
in recbfldct^oh, or, Ifthiahad escaped the Bombay 'Government, it would not 
hate' bfe^ bte^bhed by the Court of Directors, whose despatches on this 
subject ate drawn up with an accuracy and care which forbids the snppoaitioh 
that the existence of two^diatihct eetates was not obad-rCd by them. Besides, 
1 begin by telling the Government that Poomadhuree had availed him¬ 
self of the opportunity given him ib open out his whole case i—** He has 
produced (I say) twenty-one Sunnds, of which seven ^aCe to his estate in 
Hindoostan/^ Translations of these Suhnds ‘were laid before tlie Government by 
Mr. Brown, and were, as I presume, handed on to the Court of Directors; and 
ft is, therefore, the very opposite of the fact, as regards ^ this case, that the 
revised Surinjam lia^s were sanctioned jeueraWy by the Honoralilc-the Court 
of Directors, as alleged in Captain Cowper's 24th paragraph, for this was one 
of twenty-two declaredly exceptional cased, regarding each of which it had 
been advanced by me that a wrong decision had been passed ; and as regardis 
this' case, no less than twenty-one title-deeds were deliberately considered 
before the Court released the two estates; 

41» A^^er all that has been said, I need not notice separately Captain 
Cowper's concluding assertion that the Nimar estate had been held under 
peculiar circumetances, and was restored PoofujidhuFee as an act of grace, 
the circumstances being ordinary circumstances, and the restoration of every 
Surinjam on every lapse being an act of grace. 

► 42* It is hardlj nec^sary, eitlier, that I should allude to Mr* Hart's open¬ 
ing assertion tbot the villages and Umuls were continued on imperfect infor- 
mationi and ought to have lapsed to Government on Yittnlrao's death ; but t 
mnkt notice his misstatement on a. point on which a misstatement is hardly 
e recusable,—via* the geographical position the villages of Poorundhnree, 
and his deductiotia from this misstatement that the Treaty of Poona, and the 
^Rules based thereon by Mr* Elphinstone, were doubly fatal" to Poorun- 
dhttree’s claim* 

’ 43* Py Article XIV. oftbe Treaty of Poona dated 13th June 1617,—or just 
befthe war which ended in the conquest of all his dornLuione,—the PesHwa 
£eded, with some ^relevant exceptions, to the East India Company, generally^ 
all lights and pretensions, of every denomination, which heposaeased in the coun- 
tr^ tlolhe north of the river Nerhudda; and lib*. Hart says that the Snrinjam 
in Nimar would " ajppear” to hare been included amongst the cceaiona made by 
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the Treaty of Poona. On this question of geography Hart might hay® 
been expected to report positiyely. He was^ however, altogether mlateken, 
I have referred to the map, and to the local authorities in Nuuar, and have 
ascertained that th j villages are smth of the Nerbuddo, and have no more fo 
do with the Treaty of Poona than they have with the Treaty of Paris; but 
even If they had, after the abdication of tl^e Peshwa the locality was imma-^ 
tcriah In June in'!?, the Hriitiah QovernDient would not, of course, have 
cognised alienations of territory ceded to it: if the Pesbwa^s subjects held lands 
there, it might have been his business, but certainly not that of the British 
Governnienf, to make compensation to them, and so diminub the yalue of the 
cesfiioif; but from the moment the British Oovemnlent became rulers of lb® 
Deccan, these people would, oT course, have had the same claim on it wbidi 
they would liavehadison the Pesbwa’s Government; and, moreover, testing this 
claim by the rule which is said to be tatnl to it, we find it a good one, for the 
Jagheer v?a$ actually held up to the war, and, by entering it in the Snrinjam 
list, Mr. Elpbinstone especially directed it to be restored’*; but, as 1 said 
before, Mr^, Hart’s deductions are drawn from a geographical error* 

44. It will he observed that Mr. Mills, in bis Surinjum littta, says of 
Vittulrao Poorundhuree,—He has lately, also, been deprived by the Nizam, 
in spite of uigent remonstrances of the Bombay Government, of a Suriojam 
yielding Ps. 11,000 ” ; and 1 am informed by Raojee Pendsay, the hereditary 
Duftur Korkoon aliuded to in paragraph 2D, that when Poorundhuree pres^erS 
this loss on Mr. Chapl|/i's attention, Ije always said,—“ 1 have given you 
your Nimar Snrmjatn, don’t think of that loss miy more”; and if this be true, 
—which from the high character and position of my informant I have no 
doubt it is,—the Nimar estate was held on far stronger ground than even 
that in the Deccan. 

45. Besides antiquity of grant, the claim and condition of Che original 
grantee, and the respectability of the then present representatives, were to be 
tests of the degree of consideration which a Surinjamdar was to receive at our 
hands. To show that Poorundhuree stands this test, aa well aa that based on 
records and title-deeds, 1 need only copy Mr, Elphinatone’s note opposite 
bia name in the Surinjam bat—“ He is of the great family of Poorundhureel 
He is poor, and in debt, He left the Peshwa early in the war, and returned to 
his Village of Moortemoondwoh, but concealed himself to avoid waiting on 
me when 1 passed it in ApriL” 

46. To recapitulate:—have Bhown that I had never seen, and, theiTefbre, 
could not have alluded to the oorrespondence between Mr* Mills and the 
Government; that no wilful suppression of it is, however, to be suspected, as 
the merits of the claiEn on the Nimar lands were fully discussed in conse¬ 
quence of a specific reference firom the Court of Directors; that that correspond'* 
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euee i^ated to a question totaU]r different from that before me; that iti recom¬ 
mencing the manner m which e^Tect was^to be given to the Sarinjam aetCe^ 
ment of (be Court of Directors, it was proposed by me to set aside twenty^ 
two moi-e deciBiocis of the Government, the nature of such decLsioim 
having, indeed, iu some sort led to the new settlement; that the Kimnr 
estate was lield on titles beariog date anterior to a. d. 1751, was in possession 
up to the war, was tncluCad in Mr* Eiphinatone^s Surinjam Ibt and marked 
** hereditary," end was hereditary, by the principles of the new Surinjam 
settlement, in the fullest sense of the word”; that the Assistant Inam Com^- 
misstoner, Captain Cowper, baa told (paragraph 25) his official superior, Mr* 
Hatl, that it was with reference to the general sanction of the Court of^ Direc¬ 
tors to the revised Surinjam lists tliat (he NimaV villages were i^tored, a deli¬ 
berate and final order of the Government of India having added Mr. Hart to 
the Govei'nment, declared them lapsed,—the truth being that before I even laid 
my hand on Che revised Hats, or even heard of the task that was to be com¬ 
mitted to me, the Honorable the Court of Dii'ectors themselves singled out 
tins man's case as one in which, as regarded his viHages in the Deccan, want 
of consideration had been shown to him by Uie Bombay Government in con¬ 
ceding, for the period of a second life only, what, in virtue of a Sunud dated 
A. i>, 1741, Mr, Elphinstone declared " hereditary," and directed the Bombay 
Government not to make any more references to England, not to ask for 
a general sanctioTi, or any other aanction, before tliey acted, but to consider the 
Surinjam hereditary, on the principles laid down by them; and Poorundhuree 
availed himself of the handsome manner in which the Honorable Court, with¬ 
out even hia petitioning them, had advocated hiB'cause^ to bring forward Ins 
whole case, and show that still harder measure than that which he had receiv¬ 
ed of the Government of Bombay had been dealt out to him by the Govern¬ 
ment of India, in,allowing him his Nimar villages for one life only instead 
of two, elthougb they were held under a more ancient title, dated prior to 
A. i>. 1742; were, equally with the Deccan villages, declared “ hereditary” 
grants by Mr* Elphinstone; and were, moreover (and this is a very strong 
point, because unknown to the Oovemor General in Council who passed 
the original decision, end to hia Lordship in Council who has now direct¬ 
ed the resumption of the villages), taken as compensation for a Surinjam of 
more than three times their value, which Foomndhuree held in the Kizatn’s 
country, and which that prince would not surrender* 

47* ^ H is true that I answered this special and particular reference to 
Poorundhuree^s case in a letter on the whole of the Surinjams ; but, as I have 
already shown you, so far from this case being treated “ generally,” it was 
handled by me, and afterwards by Mr. Brown, individually and particolariy, 
-it being one of two instances only in which Sunuds themficlves were 
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translated and Bent to England in aupport of the decieionaj and Uiip because 
the Honorable Court hod Eingled out tlie man’s case, and ordered a reconsidera¬ 
tion of it. 

43, The orders of the Govemmetil of India in regard to Nicnar were no 
more final than those of the Bombay Qorerniuent in regard to the Dcccan; 
and that he so considered the matter was evinced by the alacrity with which 
the villages were restored wiicn the Govemor General in Council lieard of the 
final orders of tlie Court of Directors. 

49, And 1 state my opinionj respectfully but unreservedly, that to resume 
these villages without a reference to England is at once to disobey tiie home 
authorities and violate public faith with the son of a poor and loyal subject, 
who abandoned* the Peehwa’s etondardos soon as the British flag was hoisted, 
and alt because a Colonel Smith wrote that a village which had been burnt down 
by Pindarees had “run into tliick jungle/^ and was not inhabited by " Imman 
creatures" ; and added, on hearsay, two in respect to both of which 

he waft proved to be i^uito wrong,—viz. that the other village was a ttrvicG 
Jagheerund had been abandoned by Poomndhuree’s manager,—a personal and 
local inquiry having two years afterwards established that Colonel Smith had 
been miamformed, and that the tenure was persona^ and not for service, the 
possession of Poorundhuree from time immemorial having been only twice 
interrupted, and that by force and usurpation^ and the last dispos^eBsiem 
having ceased six years before the British accession. ' 

50. I, therefore, close this (lam afraitj) tedious letter by a repetition of the 
opinion which led to the whole diseusBion,—By an ovei^sight”—an overstghc 
of the principles laid dpwn by Mr. Blphinstone in a. d. 1833, and sanctioned 
by tlie home authorities—this portion of Poorundhui-ee’s Surinjain was 
retained by Government when the remainder was restored to th^ present in¬ 
cumbent." 

61, 1 trust the Mo^t Noble the Governor General in Council will permit 

the two villages and the Umul of Sangvee to remain in 'Poorundhuree’s 
possession till the sentiments of the Honorable the Court of Directors on the 
present correspondence shall have been obtained, 

1 have the honour to be, &c. 

(Signed) J. WABtoEW, 

Late Agent for Sirdars. 
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Contents 


Introductorjr- 

Mr. Mphinstoue^fi RuLea, tiuclATiu^ Actual enjoyment at the breAliiag 
oat of the war with the PeshTra to be a Auie qud HOii to Ihe coiv^ 
tiuuance of any loam or Suniijain* , 

How the fsot of such actual enjojmeut ^aa aacertedued^ 

The above Rules sarctioned hj the Supreme Government, 

Vittulrao MulhEir Pooruodhariee^a Suriujam how recorded by Mr. 
Rlphluatonje^a Secretary^ Mr. McDouoel], 

Ditto ditto how entered in the liata lubmitied by Mr. Elphinstotie to 
the Supreme Government. 

Mr, Elphiiistobe’a Lists not perfect id their detaih and ahould^ thcre^ 
foTCj be always collated with other forthcomiog records^ eapEcially 
the Murathee documeiLta on which they were framed. 

4 ^ 

Rules laid down by t]je Supreme Governineat for the continuance of 
Surinjams to the territory coxtqueredVroin t^e Pesbwa. 

Subsequent inquiry and completion of Mr. BlphiiLStoiie's arraugemeaU 
rGgarding the Surinjams by his successorj Mr. Cbaplin, 

T 

Peta Booihanuggnr ordered to he restored to Yittukao MuLhar Poo- 
rundbareet though evidently on imperfect informattou. 

The condition of the Xinuur hdldiags at the breaking out of the war 
not aacertaiued autil after Mr. ElphiDstoue’s departme from the 
Deccan. 

Mr. Cbaplin*a correspondence with Sir John hlalcolm regArdiug the 
Nimar SurinJatiij ending in its restoration by the latter officer at Jaain. 

Inquiry subsequently ordered by the Supreme QcveratneDC, nsnlttog 
in the continuance of the Nimar Suriujam to Vittulrao Mulhar 
Foonmdhuree* on its proper tenure^—^z. e. Sunujam.-'^and under a 
Bmiud specially proTidiug for its resmnptioii at his death- 

Bccapitulation of the early proceeding regarding the Nimar viUiigci. 
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Paru. Cuvtanti, 

* 

A4 THe Umnl of four oirt of five of ihe Kimar TillEiges never, 

howev^, restored §Jt 

4^ VilJng:es in the diftrlct of Umber, which was afterwirds ceded to the 
NiEsm, Tcstored ia Suruijain to Vittulrao MuLhar Poorumlburce; and 
now held bj hie Bon« 

45 On Vittulrao Molfa deatli ia I840j the Niiqar portion of the Su- 

rinjam resanmedj and the Decean portion coatinued to hia soiij Chim* 
* najee Vittul, 

«■ 

47 Boorhanuggur shown hy the CoUector of AhmedaugguT to have 

been held hy Vittulrao Mulbar up to his death m 1S4D. 

and 49 Chimnajee Vittul^s request for the restomtioa of the Niinar villsgea 

• negatived hy the Bombay Govenunent, on the report of the Ag^nt 

for Sirdars, Mr. Mills. 

1j€ to aubacf^ucnt recommendatiou by the Bame officer, that the NiDiar 

villages ahould he restored to Ohimuujec Vittul, made on cirpneouA 
grounds, and finally negatived by the Gdvernmeat of Indio, the deci¬ 
sion being commumcated to Mr* Mills. 

to 59 The ordera of the Honorable Court regardljiig the Deccan Suriiijflir, 
issued in J 64 2, referred jo/rfy to its date of origuiel grant. 

00 and Cl The Deceaa the Nlmar Stiniijuiiia both entered, and in both 
cases •incorrectly entered, iu Mr. Wardei^a lists of IS 14, the 
former lieiag represented os wholly granted before a. n. I7fil, 
whereas a large portion was granted subsequently to that year, and 
the Tesuniptiou of the latter, under the reeenb and deliberately dis^ 
cussed orders of 1641, being duscrihed as having taken place " by an 
oversight.’^ The Mokasaa Umuls of four villages in Nimar, which 
had never rttt^rtd at all to Vittulrao Mulbar, also catered as to 
be continued to hi* son. 

62 to 64 The foregoing entry in Mr. Wardeu's liata preserved on thdr reviiion 
by bis successor, Mr. Brown, who furnished translatlonB of Bnuuds 
for the Kimar villages, but not of the 8uuuds for the villages in tbe 
Deccan, the origjmal date of grant of which bad been, and copdnncd 
to he erroneously stated. * 

66 to 67 Hie Nimar villages reatored, and Urge aneara paid to Chimnajee Vit¬ 
tul Poorundhuree^ cousequeut on the foregoihg erroneous statement 
in the Snnnjam lists, which were generally approved of by the Dorutf- 
I able Court of llirectoza. 
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Oontaolfl. 


Ciptaln Cowpei ^0 report briiagiog thcH wron to notke^ And Cbe Inam 
ComtDUUaQei’t letter subraitdD^ tHa report to Gcrrermnent. 

The TCAoioptaoii of the Nimkt rillBgea reconnnendoii bj the Bombay 
Govemmeiitj and ordered by the GoTemmenC of India, on the above 
report. 

The Agent for Sudan iufbrmed accordingly, and ordered to erase the 
Nioiair Tillagea from tlia SuriDjain lists. 

The Honorable Mr. Warden, as the^Ute Agent for Sirdari, requested 
by Govomznent to e^rplain tba erroneous statement m the liets* 

The nooorable Mr Warden^s reply to GoremmeDt forwarded for 
Captain Coirpe^a explanation on the observations therein made. 

The information regarding the Nimar villflges aiRforded by the Suiin- 
Jam Ibta of 1B44 and 1347 can only be correctly designated as '^most 
imperfect.” 

I The faulty arrangenient of the Agent’s records, which existed wlien 
Mr. Warden suooeeded Mr. Mills in ZB43, stiU in force. 

Tlie ermneone statcrneiits in the Suiinjam lists must apparently have 
originated in wilfal Buppression by the Agent’s subordinates of the 
information which was on record, while the explanation now oflered 
OQ this point by the Honorable Mr.. Warden cazmot, an his otpn 
preoioti4 tAmozi^j he accepted, ' 

'Fhe above view of the case confirmed hy what has been discovered 
and reported by Captain Cowper regarding other Surii^jams, and 
especially in regard to the Deccan portion of this one (Foorun^ 
dhoree's). 

The Ecuomble Mr Warden appareatly miatakea in stating that bis 
report on the Snrinjazoi waa not even noticed by the Ghivenmieat 
before hu departure from India, 

The ** local deciiionsi” on Sorinjams to which the Honorable Mr. War¬ 
den has refeired differed entirely, as to the grounds on which they 
were paaaed, from the decision of the Supremo Govenunent in regsrd 
to the Nimar villages, and it ii apparently, therefore, a cODsequence 
that no copipariBon drawn between the one and the other can hold 
good. 

The Hoxiorable Court did not, apparently, issue the orders upon which 
the lists of 1344 were directed to *lje framed, inespective of the 
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Goti!n^ Qtaeral^s opinDOOr And etill less irrespective of nil that hod 
gone belbre7* 

'Hit above orderi of the Honomble Court had no reference vrhatever to 
poBsession at the brealdn^ out of tht war^ or to the Xtulea regarding 
such poBBcanoU} which hud remained in full force as originally pasaed, 
and under which the Bupreme Government had decided in the case 
of the Nimar viUegea- 

Out of the twent^'two Surinjams referred to by the HoDorable Mr* 
*‘Warden, as those the restoration of which he recommended in the 
lists of 1844 because they had been granted before a. 1751, the 
Nimar 9-iirinjam was the only one the restoration of which was pre¬ 
cluded by other reasons which ought to have heen^ but which were 
not stated* 

The fact brought to notice by the Inam CommissioueT wuSj howeverj 
quite a distinct one; it was that a deliberate and full dLscusBiou of tbe 
Government of India had been described in the lists as an over¬ 
sight*” 

The Honorable Mr* Wardfinj in deacribing the restoration gf tbe Niur 
villages to YittuJrao Mnlhar FoorundhureC} has omitted to state 
that they t^ere restored by % Svnud ^eeudiy providing for tbeir re¬ 
sumption at Vittulno^a death* 

Is the tem official tenure" dorrcctly applicable to these Snrinjams, 
a* BOW heid f 

Captain Cowper did not, in his former report on the Nimar villages^ 
withhold from the Government any information regarding them of 
which he was in poaseMiou- 

A portion of Chptaiu Cowper’i former report has been misquoted, 

Beasons for noticing fairLy and fully every point now brought forward 
by Mr. ‘WWen. 

Captain Cowper'a stfitement that Sir John Malcolm had famished cer- 
iida information to the Deccan CommiauDzierj apparently^ in accord¬ 
ance with ofiicial nstige* 

Bnasoim for considering certam ooTrespondence relating to the Nimar 
vihages really^ though not nominally public. 

■ Certain information to-which the Honorable Mr* "Warden attaches 
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119 

120 

121 

122 


ConlflQUi 


gwt value, doea not, appareiitl 7 , affect Captain CowperV report of 
the 28tli FcliruAry last on the Nimar vUla^, 

Tt not ippe&r that evcTj village in Nimar vras at the breaking out 
oif the war fontid, like those of Poorundhnree, in a wholly Abandoned 
state. 

The Nimar villages werr not continued bj the Supreme Government 
u the other Surinjeuns vrere^ but were Apecially ordered to be reatimed 
at the inernnbent’s death , and their contimianee at nil was in 
inent of im obligation iinpoaed on tbe Government by the error of 
their Agent^ Sir John Malcolm > 

The Nimar vLlUgea ought not, apparently, to have been entered in the 
lists of 1844 at alU certainly not without full explanation. , 

This expLsnatiou ujow for thifrtt tmt afforded, 

Neither the Tnani Commissioner, Mr. Hart, not bis AssislEtit, Captain 
Cowper, have abstained tVom inviting the atlcnlioti of Govern¬ 
ment to anything bt^aring on the case reported on and within their 
knowledge, much less have they suppressed the "^'best evidence” 
forthcoming iu favour of a claioiant. 

The fact of Poorundhnfee’s Nimar viliages having been found nban* 
doned was known to the Deccan poanTxibsioncTj Mr. Chaplin, and 
alluded to by him. * 

Poomndhuree’a right of posseaiion” was not ■‘'in force"^ at the break- 
hig out of the war. 

Mr. Elpbinstoue’s orders regarding right of pcaseBsion.” 

These orderi sanctioned by the Supreme Govemmeiitj who must have 
had them ia view when afterwards deciding on Poonindhuree’s claim 
to the Nimar villages. 

The application of these ordera illmiTatcd by the case of a portion of 
the Surinjam of the Wamorekur family. 

The teraporaiy interruption of enjoyment by Sindia and Trimhukjoe 
Denglia, to which the Honorable Mr. Warden has alluded, not hither¬ 
to referred to at all by Colonel Smith, Mr. Hart, or by Captain 
Cowper; yet, supposiug it to have lasted up to the war, it alone 
would have been fktal to Poomndhime’a elaitn to the Nimar Tillages. 

V 

Kridence of the abandoninent by Poorundhtiree not of one^ but of nil 
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Contftti. 


th« Nixur ^kge« on wliich hs pTsferred daiiim» wa 4 before the 
Supnao GoTemment when they peseed a. deciAbn m 1822. 

323 

The hereditary Duftur Ru-koon, RAojee Pendsay, can have no penonal 
knowledge of the atate of the Niomr villagea in 1017, ab he wia then 
mtny hundreds of nules oRj at Poona^ and as he baa never visited 
them during his lifetime. 

124 

Neither ean Chtmnajee Vittul Foorundhurec (the preaent representa¬ 
tive of the faraiiy) poBBona any auoh knowlcdgej m he was not then 
4 bam. 

125 

4 

Ttie iiiformatiau which the Honorable Mr, Warden has quoted regard¬ 
ing the Gosavee to whom the Nimar villages are add to have been 
mortgaged by Foorundhuice muatj if correct^ he held to earmborato 
the evidence ohtaiped by Colonel Smith that they were found at the 
breaking out of the war in an abaiidnoed atate- 

m u 123 

Reasons for depreoAthig the cateninoii of a discussion regarding an error 
in the Snrinjam liatSi to questions such aa the policy ajui power of 
the British Governments or the poverty and loyalty of its subjects- 

130 t<i 135 

The grounds upon which Oaptdn Cowper lepoHcd P^tah Roorhanuggitr 
to have been, at the breaking out of the war in 1817, eicactlj in the 
position of the Nimar villages. 

136 to 139 

Mr. Elphinstoiio's arrAngements were not only subject to inquiry^ which 
Mr, 6hAplin suhsequently tuadOj but were materially altered conse¬ 
quent on that inquiry. 

140 

How Mr. Chaplin's inquiry aifbeted tlie Nimar villages. 

HI ADd 142 

Groimds for designating the Honorable Courtis approval of the revised 
Surinjam lists a geueral one. 

143 

The ordem of the Honorable Court issued in 1842 had no referenoe to 
the Nimar Snrinjam, the resumption of which wai incorrectly repn-. 
sented in the liata of 1844^ and the AgenVe letter traiismittiiig the 
hats entirely failed to correct the error. 

144 Dud 145 

As neither the BomEifly Government nor the llonorahle Court adverted in 
any way to this ettot, k may be presumed that they wer& not aware 
of it. 

146 

Cliimnajee Vittul PootuDdhuree does not appear to Lave stated the whola 
of his case to the Agent for Sirdars in 1&43» hut to have withheld a 
portion of it materially afCectieig the Nimar villigH, 


it l> 
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147 

Mr» Hart^ tine late Inim ComnuHicnier, in (n]{)pc)«iDg th« Nimar rilUgea 
to liBTe been eodei by the Treaty of Pooui^ was probably muled hy 
the wording of a portion of one of Mr, HlphiofitoAe'a letterf on the 
subject. 

U8 

The mere entry of this or any other SuiinjaTn in Mr. ElpbmBtoTie*H lists 
neither ensured ita restoration^ nor conveyed any i^eciaf direction that 
it should be reitored. 

149 to 151 

ri 

It does not appear paaaiblc that Mr. Chaplin coidd hare restored the 
Ninuir villages in commutation for anything held ^in the Nizam’s 
country. 

15:; 

Additional proof now afforded of the neoeasity of recemag with estreme 
caution oral evidence sunilar to thet of Baojee Fendsay, the heredi¬ 
tary Duftur Karkoon. 

153 

A full difrcuBBion of the Nimar case was prevented by the erroneous 
statement in the Suiinjain lists. 

154 

The Agent’s letter transmitting the lists of 1844 rather coafirmed than 
remedied this ciror^ and afforded Informatiou regarding the Dcccan 
portion of the aaiue Surinjam which haa now been dUeovered to be 

equally erroneous^ and, apparently, the result of deliberate fraud, 

< ■ 

155 I 

Mr. Hart, in dDsignating as final the d«ifitoii of the Supreme Govem- 
ment, could not, apparently, have intended ignore the coutroUiug 
authority in England, 

156 

1 

Coltmol Smith, who made the earliest inquiry regarding the condition 
of the Nimar villages, was an ofiicer of much higher rank, and pru> 
bably, theieforep of greater eKporionce, than Lieutenant BouglaiT who 
investigated the matter at a later period. 

157 

The military Sdricnjam of the uncle and cousin of Vittulrao Mulhar 
Poonmdhurec, probably, confounded with bk own personal hold-' 
ings. 

158 

Idcutenant Dcuglia most, apparently, have obtained inftmoation regard¬ 
ing the condition of tha Nimar vilkges jmst as Cobnel Smith did— 

i 

from the stsUmenta of othem. 

m 

The Supreme GoverDincut, In adhering, in 1841, to the decision passed 
in 1822* muat have done ao with a full knowledge, and n&t by an 
oTcraigbt, of the prUidples laid down by Mr* Eljjhinatone in 1338 
and sanctioned by the botne nutborHirs. 
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Ftrai. 

Co&tenta- 

w 

- ISO 

The Mokawa Xlmul of fbar out of five of the Nimar villages ought 
not, uAd^ any drcumstuioes, to have been entered in the Sorijojun 
liata of 1844 and 1847, at tAey Aad n«wr been held at oil. 

1 

151 

CitcumaUacH which have transpired aince the reviaion of the Sufinjun 
and peafion lists was ordered, and which h^ve on imporUmt hnnng 


upon the present discua^ii^ 


tStgtted) T* A. CowpM, Captain, 

Assistant Inam CammiMioner. 


Pfo, 535 OF 1353^ 

From Captain T. A. Cowper* 

Assistant Inam CommissEoncr,. 

To C. Man BON, 

Inam Commteeionen 

Dated Doona^ 30£A November 1853. 

SiHj—In ratuming tbe Honorable Mr! Warden’s letter dated the 9th Sep¬ 
tember last, to the address of the Chief Secretary to Grovemment, explatoing 
the Circumstances under 'which the Hindoostan portion of the Surinjam of 
Chimnajee Vittul Poorundhurce was erroneously entered in the lists of 1844 
as having been resumed by an oversight,” and which accompanied your letter 
Ko» ^?578 of the 29th idem, t have the honour to submit the report therein 
called for. 

2. To render my explanation as complete as possible, it will be necessary 
in the tirst instance to state exactly what has occurred with regard to the 
Surinjam in question from the period at which the Deccan was conquered to 
that of my bringing to notice, in my letter No. 102 of the 28th February 1853, 
the grave error conumtted in iraming the Surinjam lists of 1844 and 1847; and, 
having done this, 1 shall be in a position to notice, with certainty and effect, 
the several portions of the Honorable Mr. Warden’s letter which hove to he 
tested, as far as I am concerned, solely by that which is already on official 
record, 

3. At the outset, however, I would soheit* attention to the fact of my 
having in my previous report/No* 102 of the 28th February 1853, confined 




36 


APPENDIX 


tnyself to bringing to the notice of OoTemtoent a E^pecihc erroneous atatemeat 
the Surinjam lists of 1844^ and repeated in the revised lists of 1847, 
and which it seemed of importanjce to correct, inumuch as on it, and on it 
alone, the orders of the Honorable the Court of Directors appeared to have 
been isBuad. 

4. I particularly solicit attention to this fact, because it is a simple one, 
easily disposed of; because it remains exactly in my opinion as It did, and as 
1 represented it to the Government; and because almost the whole of the 
Honorable Mr. Warden^s letter is devoted to the discussion of questions to 

some of which 1 have never ailuded at all, and none of which 1 have hitherto 

* 

attempted to explain at any length, under the impression that such an explana¬ 
tion would have been foreign to the subject-matter of my repryi;* 

5. It is of importance to determine with exactness the meaning of 
Mr. Elphinstone when he laid down as a generai rule ih&t nothing should 
be continued to individuala of which they were not in poesesaion when the 
war with the Peshwa broke out, as this is a point on which the Honorable 
Mr. Warden has laid much stress. 

6. On this subject the Commissioner's orders (in his circular letter to tlie 
Collectors, dated the 27th June 1818) were, it appears to me, clear and explicit; 
they were,— 

No right to possession is ever intended to be recognised that was not 

in force at the breaking out of the proBCct wm,'* 

This order had reference specially^to Inams, and applied, thci-efore, certaiuly 
with equal, and probably with greater force to Surinjams held on a much less 
permanent tenure. * 

7. The lule was, however, specitienUy applied to Suriujams at a later date, 
when the preparation of lists of all holdings of tliis description which it was 
proposed to restore was undertaken. On this occasion Mr. Elphinstonc laid 
down general Buies (forwarded to the Government of India with Mr. Elphin- 
»tone*s letter dated the 25th October 1819) for the guidance of tliose employed, 
and the 7th of these Buies declared,— 

Jagheer not enjoyed up to the war was to be restored, 

unless specially directed so to be/' 

8. The precautions observed in framing these lists of Jagheers, and the 
method of obtaining the requisite information, were matters which Mr. 
Elphio^ne deemed it necessary fully to explain to the Governor General in a 
despatch dated the 25ih October 1819, andthe2ndj Srd, and 5th paragraphs of 
which are below quoted. 1 would beg attention especially to tlic 3rd para- 


Itaiici^ hy Citptiun Cdwper. 
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grapbj as I shall hare to revert to it hereafter (see paragraphs 31, 23, 138, 
and 139 of this letter) in connection with a point of some importance a^nded 
to by the Honorabie Mr* Warden:— 

2* The first step in this operation was to extract from the Peahwaa’ 
Duftnr a full account of each Jagheer, and to ascertain as correctly as 
poBBible the character and history of each Jagheerdar, with the time when 
he made his eubmiesion to the BrliiRh Government* This was done imme¬ 
diately after the war* 

3* The CoUectore were next fiirnished with ILitfl of the personal 
Jagheers, and requested to ascertain their actual value, and whether they 
were*in force tip to the breaking out of the war.” 

*'5* Thednvestigation was now committed to Mr*McDonneU, who pro¬ 
ceeded to compare the statements of the Jagheerdars with those drawn up 
in the Duftur, checking hoth by the accounts received from the Collectors, 
A complete register was framed on this comparison, showing the name of 
the* holder of each Jagheer, the date and nature of the grant, the situation 
of the lands, and the sources of the revenue when not dmwn from land, 
with the Knmal or highest revenue, the revenue as stated by the Jagheer- 
dar, and actual collections as reported by our ofHcers*^^ 

9. Mr* Elphinstone^a Rules were adopted and approved of by the Supreme 
Oovemment in their Secretary's letter of the 4th March 1830, in the 2nd and 
3rd paragraphs of which it was stated,—- 

“ 2, The contents of these despafebes have been for some time under 
the consideration of the Governor General in Council. 

^^3* His Lordship recognises in them an adherence to the principles 
laid down in the instructions of 26th September 1818.” 

10* I now come to the application of these Rules and orders to tlie Suiin- 
jam which was claimed at the introduction of the British Government by 
Vittntrao Mulhar Poorundhuree* The result of Mr. McDonnelFs inquiry 
(see paragraph 8 of this letter) was recorded in the following tenus:— 

“ No* T.*—Vittulrao Poorundhuree,—Exd, 

“ PoOTiU, 

Mouje Humee, Turuf Ncerthuree, Prant Poona *. Rb, 

Mouje Tanklee, Turuf Sandus Prant, two Umuls, Mo- 
kafisa and Babtee . ^»««< * ....... 

Mouj6 Mandway, Kurryat Sasoor, Prant Poona, Mo- 
kassa Umul .... *w 

Mauje Vuiwlee, Turuf Jtfanay Mawul, Mokassa Umul* 


334 8 

316 0 

78 S 
77 14 
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ISteegasof Jaud in Mouj4 Wwiowdee, Taruf Havailce^ 


Prant Poona ...30 0 

20 ditto of ditto Kuizay, Turuf Neerthuree. 17 o 

50 ditto of ditto Bamboordee^ Eurryat Saaoor.»> •, ^» 125 0 


Total in Poona*.. *Rb* 808 14 


** Ahixifdiivffffurt 

Mouj^ Pimj>ulnair, Turuf Nighoz, Prant Joonere*. *,. *Rb, 
MoltasBBj Bablee, and Surdeabinookee of Mouj^ ChoW'^ 
rana Boodrgok, Turuf Nuggur Havailee *.*.<*.*.. 
MokoBEa, Babtee, and Sabotra of P^tab Boorbanuggur, 
Tufuf r^^uggur HavaiJoe 

Mouj^ Yuddoolay;^ Purgima Shewgaum ... 

Mokasaa, BabteO;, Sabotra^ and Neemchowtaiec UmulB 
of Mouj6 Moortee, Pur]guna Soopa *..,**.,***... 
MokaBaa of Mouj^ Vassaray^ Pui^una Akolay * * **■«** 


I# 


1,733 S 

233 9^ 

567 9^ 
2,600 0 

441 12 

m 0 


.Total in Ahmednoggur * *.. R«, 5,650 7| 
"JTAond^A* 


Mokaasa, Babtee, and Sahotra of Mouje Antenreliy 


Temb^, Purguna Umber ..Its* 476 0 

Mokassa, Babtee, and Sahotra of Mouje Muchmdra 
Chincholee, Purguna Umber ...«***.****h,, 625 0 


Mokaasa Umul of Mooje Pargabm, Purguna Wuu • * * * 300 0 

Total in ..Its. 1,300 0 

“ Hyderabad. 


Mokaasa, Babtee, and Surdeshmookee, Moujd Nandray, 
Purguna KUrrood ****.*.***,»..*■*..^'. t*,**.* Ra, 
Ditto ditto ditto Mouj4 Wudalee, Puiguna Chandore • * 
Ditto ditto ditto Mouj4 Vassadee, Purguna Ifandray *, 
Ditto ditto ditto Mouj5 lluraoday, Purguna Chandore*# 
Ditto ditto ditto Mouj^ Pairolay, Purguna Punch Gow- 
hawn i. ^ 1 p * 4.**,,* * 

Ditto ditto ditto Mouj6 Nair, Purguna Ankote* * *.***• 
Mouj8 Soongaum, Purguna Jamood ... 


1,001 0 
300 0 
200 0 
1,100 0 

640 0 
625 0 
6,76& 0 


Total in Hyderabad * * *. Rb* 9,531 0 
** Sattara. 


Half a chahoor of land in Mouj5 Padle, Suinul Ko- 
raygamn, Prant Wacc..Es. aoo 12 
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One quarter of a cliahoor of land in Mouj4 Bhooinj, 

Sumut r^eenib, Prant Waee ,»*<•**•***>*,*,,,,*Ss. 75 • 0 
14 beegaa of land in Knaba Mamiay Rajooiee, Prant 

Meerut ... 35 0 

One quarter of a chaboor and 20 beegas of land tn 

Mouj^ H^tr^hurnaXj Purguna Ka^eaygaum 125 0 


Total m Sattara*. * - Ha. 535 12 


« 8india. 

Mouje Cheggan Muknay, Purgana Khadway .1,500 0 

Molcasea Mouje Ta£oo, Furguna Pargaum 50 0 


Total * • f. Bfl» 1,550 0 

Holkar. 

Moujo Waggaway, Purguna Murdana, Sircar BeejagunRs, 1,288 0 

'lVk>kaa9a Umuls of five villages, viz, Monj4 Buhadur* 
poora, Pui^na Murdana, Mouj^ Ichapoor, Purguna 
Wurood; Mouj6 Ooomurtee, Puiguna Murdana; 

Mouj4 Boree, Piirgunn Sangvee; Mouj5 Sangvee, 

Purguna Kanapoor. • ... ... 225 0 

Total * 4. * Rs. 1,513 0 

, Grand^Total Jagheer« * * * Ra. 20,949 1 1 

• Inam, 

^oona. 

120 beegas of land in Moujc Gurraday, Tunif Kurray 

Puttar ... — ,^4.44 44 4..Rs, 100 0 

120 beegas of land in Mouj^ Rajevadee, Turuf Kurray 

Puttar, 4.-.44.i*44i.t444*4i4.4 ...* 100 0 

60 beegas of land in Mouj6 Piasaway, Turuf Kurray 

Puttar* 4 4 . 4 4 * 4 . * 4 4 4 4 . , 4 • * 4 4 4 4 * . 4 4 * * . i * i i , 4 - 4 * 60 0 

Total44*iRft. 250 0 

“ Satlara. 

120 beegas of land in Mouj4 Tankla, Purguna Kassay- 
gaUm it4t44,44*44«*4««4i44*4^4* .Rs. 135 0 

Grand Total Inam.. ..Ra, 376 0 


Grand Total.... Ba. 21,334 U 
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“ JVbte.-^The Mokiuaea of Mouj^ Humee, Turuf Neerthuree^ in Pootia, 
an&o\mtB to Ra, 88 , and belongs to GoTernment* 

** 7. The Mootsudee has^ given a statement of what he held up to the 
war at Rs, 21,037-14-0; this incladea his Inams. In it he does not claim 
the Ra* 125 on Bamboordee, Poona Division, or the Hs. 160 on Mannay 
Rajooree and B^tr^humax, in Sattara,—in all Es. 285; in other respects 
his statement as to claims agrees exactly with the Duftur accounts, and very 
nearly the same valuation. The only differences between the distiict 
accounts and the Duftur are the following;—The Mokassa of Pargaum, in 
Khandeishj h stated not to belong to him, nor the land in Padle, in Sattara; 
and he has given away Kls lands in Bhooinj and Tankiee, in the Sattara 
districts, to others. The lands not claimed by hinij but shown by the Duflur 
accounts, are returned by those from Che districts as being in his possession 
up to the war. The collection by the Ahmednuggur accounts amounts 
to Rs. 1,661-14^ only, and by the Khandeish Ra, 490. He has stat¬ 
ed his receipts from all sources to be Rs, 12 , 000 . 'fhe resumptions 
from him, and allowances discontinued, he estimates at Ee. 7,381-8, besides 
three kooruns, three khundiee of wheat, and three villages given him by 
others in the Nizam's counttyi and he complains that Re. 92 of land which 
he held in Inam were included in his Surinjam. He had also, he says, 
Dustuks for exemptions from customs for a certain number of bullocks, and 
from the Wunchaiaee of 5,000 sheep.” 

11 . On tlie 15th October 1819/a]i order of release (Chor Chittee) was 
issued by Mr. Elphinstone for a pertion of the holdings speciBed in Mr. Mc¬ 
Donnell s memorandum. The items which were included in this order of 
release are shown below; some of them are entered, it will be observed, under 
the bead of differeTit CoHectoratea from those under which they appeared in 
Mr. McDooneira* memorandum, 4)ut this was merely owing to alterations 
which had in the interval been made in the territorial charges of the several 
Collectors:— 

** Poona Coitectorate. 

The village of Humec, Turuf Neeiihuree, Prent Poona, 

exclusive of Mokassa.< Rs. 324 8 0 

The Mokasaa and Babtee U muls of the village of Tanklee, 

Turuf Sandus, Pront Poona .. 216 0 0 

Tl^e Mokassa Umul of the village of Mondwah, Kurryat 

Sassoor..*..... 78 8 0 

The Mokassa Umul of the village of Wursolee, Turuf 

Nanay Mawul .... 77 14 0 

The village of Pimpulnair, Turuf N ighoz, P rant J oonere. 1,733 8 0 
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The Mokfls^^ Babtee, S^hotra, end Nimchowtaiee 

UmuU of the Tillage of Moortee, Puiguna Soopa. 441 0 

15 beegaa of land in the village of Wanowree, Turuf 
Tfavailce ...' 30 0 0 

20 ditto in the village of Ktirueja, TurufNeei tliuice 17 0 Q 

Total in Poona..K6 p 2,DE9 2 0 

** IV^Uff^ur Collectorate, 

The Mokaasar Babtee^ and Surdedimookee Umulaof the 
village of Cliowrana Boodrook, Turuf Nnggur iTa* 

•vailec ....Rs. 282 9 6 

The Mokassaj Babtee, and Surdeahmookee Umnb of 
Petah Boorhatiuggur, Turuf Nnggur Havailee. .*. ** 567 9 9 

The village of Wadolee, Puiguna Shewgaum 2,500 0 0 

The Mokassa Umul of the village of Wasreh, Pu(g:iina 

* Akoky. 119 0 0 

The Mokassa^ Bablee, and Sahotra Umnk of tbe under¬ 
mentioned villages in Putgtina Umber :— 

A ntervelly Tembe .. 475 0 0 

Mnclimdra Chincholee . G2 h5 0 0 

The Mokassa Umul of the village of Paigaum, Purguna 

Wmi. 200 0 0 

The Mokaisjsa Umul of (be village of Ta^o, Purgima 

Pargaum .. 5Q Q 0 

■ Total in Pfnggup.. Rh. 4,825 3 3 

la Satfara, ' 

One quarter of a chalioor of land in the village of 


Dhooihjt Sumut Neemb,Praut Waee. .Ka. 75 0 0 

" la j/Vinniir. 

The village of Chugaum Mukana, Purguna Klian- 
deiahB b« 1,500 0 0 
Ditto of Nugaura, Purguna Murdana ......4-.... 1,288 0 0 


The Mokassa Umul of tlie village of Buhadurpwr,^ 

Purguna Murdona .... .-•■ »**«*». 

Ditto ditto ditto Icbapoor, PargunaWurood. 

Ditto ditto ditto Oomurtee, ditto Murdana. 

Ditto ditto ditto Boree, ditto Sangvee. 

Ditto ditto ditto Sangvee, ditto Kanapoor.J --- 

Total in N imar.. 3,013 0 0 

Gland Total released.. Rs. 10,832 5 3^' 

G D 
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12. It is to be exptetneil that these and alt other orders of retease (Ctior 

ChLtt«es) which Mr. ElEihinatone iasoed at the first occupation of the country 
were merely, and subject to future inejuiry. As one of tlie most 

distinct declarations of thia sort under Mr. Etphinstone’s own liand and seal 
which I have met with, 1 may quote the following letter, addressed hy him 
under date the 10th July 1818 to the Resident at the Nizam's Court:— 

** I beg yoa will have the goodness to cause to be restored to Ruttunsing 
Jadow Rao the village of Ttingaum, Purguna Goongootce, upon his proving 
that he beld it before the war; but it is to be uudei'Stood to be liable 
investigation hereafter,” 

13. In Ml'. Elphinstone's lists of Jagheers ti-ansmittcd to the Supreme 
(government on the 2Gth October IHIH, Viltulroo Mulhar’e name was entered 
as No. 7 In the Glass of Mootsudees” ; ibe following is an extract from tlie 
lists:— 


+ 
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TMal Amount 
of Jagbeor bh 
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1 

He is of the great 
family of Pt>o- 
rundburee. He 
is poor, autl in 
debt. He left 
the Peshwa early 
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14. Thus, it will be seen that the portion of the Surinjam entered in Mr. 
Elphinslone's lists as “ to be continued,*^ was that for which the order of 
release bad been issued on the iSth October 1819, and with regard to which 
I would here notice,— 

Itff.-^That the whole of the holdings in the Nizam^a territory, valued (see 
* paPagi^ph 10 of this letter) at Rs. 9,531, were f^vittikd, 
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—That the Pfetah af Boorhanuggur, in the Amednuggnr Colleetoiate, 
valued (see paragfiph 10 of this letter).at Us, 567-&-D, was included, * 

15, Such Tvas the earti^t British record of this holding (see paragfaphs; 1(> 
to 14 of this letter),^ It must not, however, be understood that it was uIUj 
gether a correct one, or that it was an exact statement of what was oventuaily 
restored to each individual, ft was neither the one nor the other; and this 
1 have already explained at length in'paragraphs 31 and 32 of my repn t 
No, 153 of the 2nd May 1853, so that 1 need not here more particiilarly advei t 
to the subject; it will snfHce to repeat that with regard to these lists— 

A careful examination of them has satisfied me that they should alu'^iys 
be referred to in connection with the other forthcoming English and 
Murathee rctoj^la, and that they should be held to he authoritative ojily 
after collation with these documents, Of courefe, 1 here refer to the detail 
of the lists,” 

IG, Takin" events in the order of their occurrence, I must here advert to 
the Governor Gene infs decision in regard to the futviie cooitinit-aiicc ol' itii! 
.loghoers, many of which Mr. Biplimstone had markedred itiiry,” In re¬ 
gard to these It waa observed in paragrapli 13 of a letter from the Secretary to 
the Supreme Government dated tlie 4th March 1820,— 

13. With reference to those grants which It is proposed to make lierc^ 
ditaiy, the Governor General doubts the policy of making any grani- 
hereditary which may justly be put on the footing of life-grantii, Piy 
keeping them as life-grants, Government is by no means excluded from the 
power of renewing then»if it should be deemed expedient to do f^o, and 
eveiy renewal will*be a freah act of grace conferred on the individual 
receiving it. But bj^ deciaring those grants to be hereditary, Governmcjit 
would be precluded both from resuming its rights when it might be neces- 
flary to do so, and from coofcrrlqg favours on the descendants of the present 
grantees, and would thus be deprived of a probable source of future itn- 
proveinent in revenue and every other branch of civil administration, as 
well as the nieam} of winning attachment by personal obUgation,^^ 

IT, I have recorded these instructions because I shell have occajalon to 
refer to them to show that they were very different from those specially issued 
at a subsequent date (sac paragraphs 32 to 42 of this letter) with regard 
to the continuance for life of the Nimar villages to Vittulrao Mulhar 
Poorundhure*. * 

■ 18, Mr, Elphinstone transmitted his lists of Jagheera to the Supreme Go¬ 
vernment on the 25th October 1819, and a few days afferwards left Poona for 
Bombay, to assume charge of the Government of the Bombay Presidency, lie 
was succeeded as Commissioner by Mr. Chaplin, on who n, thercfo.’c, dtvulveJ 
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the complfttiOft of Mr, Elplunaiotie'a airw^ments. That this was not a slight 
task aod that a graat deal remaimd Ut ^ done, may be inferred fram the 
feet that It was not until die 28th Ootoher 1822, or three yeara afterwarde, 
that Mr. Ghapitn forwarded {with a letter^ JJo. 121 of the 28th October 1622) 
to the Bombay Govemmcnl—" A register of all personal Jagheers which 
have been restored by Government, and are now held in the Deccati/*—and, in 
doing soj informed the Chief Secretary,*—" A very considerahU reduction has 
actually taken place both in granting the Jagbeers, and from lapses ” 

In 'Mr. Chaplinas register Vittulrao Mulhar Poorundhuree^a Surin- 
jam was entered as shown below in the Clasa of " Mootsudees" :— 
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29* At the same time a Murathee statement was prepared in the Com- 
mifisioner's Office, exhibiting the detail of each Surinjam, and showing in Vit¬ 
tulrao Muthar^fl that the items not restored by Mr. Chaplin were those 
which Mr. Elphinslone had excluded from his lists, and that alt the holdings 
in the Nizam's territory, having been from the first excluded (see paregraj)hs 
14, and 146 to 160 of this letter), so remained. 

21. Among the items for the release of which Mr. Elphinstone^s order of 
the 15th October 1819 was issued, which were &ubsec|uently entered in his 
lists as to be continued,” and the propriety of continuing which was, at a 
later date, admitted by Mr. Chaplin, in whose “ Register’' they were included, 
WBfi P^tfth Bourhanuggur, in the Abmednuggur Collectorate. I notice thiH feet 
thus particuferly because 1 shall have occasion again to recur to it in explain¬ 
ing what the Honorable Mr* Warden has stated on the subject (See para¬ 
graphs 130 to 135 of this letter.) 

22. ■ To return to the Nimar holdings, valued at Ife. 3,013, and included 
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in Mr. Elphinitone's order of releaBc of the I5(ii October 1819.^—In their 
ca^, not only had inquiry ((©e paragrft^ 12 of this letter) at a fatnr* date 
remained to be made, but it bed still to be ascertained whether they had been 
“ actually enjoyed pj> to the war.” This the sererat Collectors had, u Mr, 
Elphinstone in his letter dated the 25th October 1819 (see paragraph 8 of this 
letter) informed the Governor General when transmitting the lists of JagheerSf 
been requested to asGertain within their reepecrive ranges; but the Nimar 
lioldings were distant snd out of reach, and it was not until Mr* ELphinstone had 
become Governor of Bombay that Mr, Chaplin, his successor aa Commissioner 
in the'Deccan, for the first time was made aware (see pamgrapba 23 to 31 of 
thisiettbr) of their previous condition by the British authority in the provluce, 

23, The two villagea of Cbugaum and Nugaum, which formed the princi¬ 
pal part of the Nimar holdings, and which were valued (see paiugmph 10 of this 
letter) at two thousand hundrtd and eigh£^-4iffht rup^j bad been taken 
poEscBBion of, and a report (a portion of the Sud paragraph of which is below 
quoted) made by Sir John Malcolm to the Govenuoent of India on the 20th 
August 1819, two months before Mr, Elphmstone's order of release was 
]Ensued,-^viz, on the 15th October 1S19 (see paragraph 11 of this letter) 

The villages of Nugaum and Chugaum have been annexed to the two 
latter districts, as it been satisfactori Ly establislied that the tenu on which 
the Poorundhuree family held these villages from the Peshwa was not 
Inamee but Surinjamee, or for performance of military services,” 

24, On the lOth Decuoiber 1819 thcJGominissloner, Mr, ChapHn, addretfr- 
cd Sir J, Malcolm in the following terms, in a letter which was apparenUy the 
first communication on the subject made by the authorities In the Deccan:^ 

I have the honour to enclose a Muiatliee list of two villages and the 
Mokassa of five others, in Nimar, which were held in personal Jagheer by 
Vittulrao Mulhar Poorundhuree from the Peshwas^ - Government, and 
wlitch it is desirable should Etill be continued to him: I beg you will have 
the goodness to take such steps aa may be requisite for effecting this 
arrangement, should you concur in the propriety of it/^ 

25, The officer in immediate charge of tlie district was Colonel Smith, and 
he appears to have made a previous report to Sir J. Maicolia on the subject of 
these holdings, and to have informed him,— 

"You will observe in the etatement of the Kauapoor revenue that 1 have 
annexed the village of Nvgaum to that districts 1 have dona so as it pro¬ 
perly belonged to the former, fhnu the limits of the one being carried to the 
boundary of the other. This village has been long considered a grant from 
the Poona Government to the Poorundhuree family, hut since our taking 
ixjtsession of the place, now thirteen monthE, no claims whatever have been 
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■ ftdrftnced on tbe part of ihai family* I have lately^ however^ made further 
^ inquiries into the nature of that ^rant^ ea ako mto that of Chugaumf wliteli 

I have, in like maainer, annexed to Burdeah, and find that the Poorundhti- 
ree family never hold them aa Ineun^ hut as a Chakree hudul Jaghem-j* and, 
conjiequenilyf upon the pdaciple of Mr, Elphin&tone'a decisions on atieh 
. caseSf they can have no just elaim to these villages.” 

■ 26. The above oKtraet from Colonel Smith’s report was forwarded by Sir 
J. Malcolm to Mn Chaplin^ with the following letteri dated the 15th 
January 1&20:— 


'‘I should sooner have replied to youi- letter of the 10th of December, 
but it was by accident inialaid. 1 now enclose an extract from Lientenant 
Colonel Sruith*fi report. This was forwarded by me to the’’ Supreme Go- 
Tcmmentj which has proceeded to direct the appropriation of the villages 
claimed by the Poorundhuree family in Nimar^ in the belief that tliey were 
and not Inam lands^ but of the correctness of this fact you will 
be able to determine from the records at Pooiia. 

** The right of the Poorundhuree Chief to these lands will, no doubt, be 
judged by you with reference to the Sunuda by which lie held them, and to 
that indulgence which has been shown otliers in a similar predicament; but 
tf these viUagea were held as SuKnjamee, and you still deem it desirable (o 
continue them to the family of Poomndhuroe, it appears to me desirable to 
separate the question of favour from that of right. This can be easily done 
by a new grant of possessions thet are ours by conquest. I am the more 
disposed fu recommend this course in the present inatance, from the discus¬ 
sions that ha ve taken place as to the claims otthe dependenta of the llolkar 
State on Jagheer and Surinjam lands in Khondeish and the Deccan. The 
Honorable Mr, ElphiuKtone, in bis letter to the Resident of Indore of the 
17th July 13)9*1 denies the right of the claimants to such land^ (unless in 
cases of Inam)j and allowing a Chief of the Poorundhuree family to take poa- 
session^ under a Surinjam tenure, of possessions In Nimar, might lead to 
revive hopes it was meant to discourage ; but there can be no reason for not 
giving him (if his conduct merits it) s renewed grant ol'these villages. Jt 
will, however, be necessary to refer Ihe point to the most Noble the 
Governor General in Council.’’ 



27. Mr, Chaplin replied to Sir J, Malcolm on the 26th of the same month, 
and explained the Ttahtre of the grant'; he stated,'^ 

“ In reply to your letter of the 15th instant, I have the honour to inform 
you that the villegeu mentioned in my letter of the lOtb ultimo ware gi'antcd 
to Vittulrao Mulhar Poorundhuree in personalJagheer, as therein stated, by 

* b f. ft HZ vice h^kfn^^ 
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the Pe«iiT(»ii6* GoTemment seventy ynn agOj before even Holkar^s pos¬ 
session of Nimar; and that they were never subjected to the authority df that 
Cliief, but held of the Peehwa up to the war, though they may have been 
subject to interi'uption from Holkar's and Sindians Govemmentsj as well us 
other lands of the Peshwa in Wimar, Irom their detached situation; it 
therefore, decided that they ehoutd be restored to him by our Government, in 
common with the personal Jagheera of all persons considered deserving of 
this indulgence throughout the whole of the late PeshWs possessiofis- You 
wilt observe that the claims of those who hold their personal Jagheers of the 
Pealiwa are quite distinct from such as held Jugheer grants from foreign 
princ&E, as in the case of Holkar, alluded to in Mr. Elphinstone's letter of 
the 17th July. As the Supreme Government has already sanctioned the 
Honorable the late CommiBsioner's proceedings on these points, you will 
not, ])erhap9, under this explanation, consider a further reference necessary," 
28. Witli reference to this last communication. Sir J. Malcolm received 
tlic following letter, dated the 24th March 1820, from Colonel Smith :— 

“ Mx xtEAR Gsneral,—I have had many of the Chugaum people with 
me, and have again inquired iitto the merits of the Poorundhuree claims 
upon that village and Nugaum, The local authorities and old inhabitants 
of the former still i>erai 9 tin maintaining that that village, with several others, 
were given to that family as a Cliakren budul Jagheer, and not as a person¬ 
al one, and I am not unwilling to give credit to the truth of tlii» testimony , 
UH it Isj 1 believe, an e^abllshcd fact that the Poorundhuree family had no 
inconsiderable body of ho^c in the service of the Peshwa at the commence¬ 
ment of the war, and as they acknowledge having always been treati'J with 
duo consideration by the managers on tlie part of that family; 1 can sec no 
motive tliat these people have for thwarting tlie claims in question, were 
they just. They tell me, also, that Vittulrao seldom ever derived any ad¬ 
vantage from the revenues of the village, as it was eternally beset by the 
Pindareee, lUmosees, and other predatory Chieftains, until we took charge of 
it at their particular requisition, long prior to which it had been abandoned 
by his managerE ; but, notwithstanding these inquiries, it would appear from 
Mr, Chaplin's letter that it was held by him, with the other villages men¬ 
tioned in the Murathee list, in personal Jagheef, but it is not impossible 
the Sunud, if he holds one at all, may be defective in some respect or other; 
and this is a point 1 should think very necessary to be ascertained jprior to 
its being continued to that family, as the revenue of Chugaum forms a 
principal item iu the aggregate revenues of the Burdeah Purgtma, and 
which you are aware by a lat^ decision of the Supreme Government is to 
be mode over, with our other districts in this quarter, to Holkar’s Govern¬ 
ment, as on equivalent for some place relinquished by Holkar in our favour. 
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I consider the PMwdlKiree daiois upon Ndgaum to be prepoBteroun, 

' fof, until our assutaptkiitor thft Puibwa’s diatricts in this quarter, that village 
had been uninhabited b^'an]^ human creature for a period of fifteen or 
twenty yeart; its laoda had run into thick jungle^ and it wasp in fact, in a 
state apparentiy reckttmleBe; bo that for its preient state of impTorement we 
are entirely indebted to the induntry of an opulent Gosain to wboni 1 gave 
it for three years Pugnia, and now that it bears marka of returning cultiva¬ 
tion, be (ViUulrao) Beta up bis claim to in defiance of all decency. In 
my last report upon this Tillage I annexed it (o the district of Kanapoor in* 
the same way as Chugaum had been auuexed to Burdeah, These are my 
ideas, and all the information 1 have on the subject of these claims; but T 
shall be ready to cany into effect any orders you may send me regarding 
them, 

''The Are villages in Nimar upon which claims are made for Mokassa 
are in a state of desolation, and four of them belong to Holkar, 

The Agent for the Poorundhuree family takes this op to you, 

"Yours very truly, 

(Signed) " H. T, Smith,” 

29, Colonel Smith's letter was forwarded by Sir J, Malcolm to Mr, Chap¬ 
lin, with one dated the 27th of the same month, and transcribed below 

*'Deab Chapun,^— 1 send you copy of a private letter from Colonet 
Smith, and (hough 1 think, from the positive nature of your public despatch, 
he must be wrong as to (he tenure of the Sunud/ it may be as well to have 
it (should you not have done so already) particularly examined. 

** With respect to Nirgaum, which was and bao been a complete jungle fur 
many years, we have made considerable advance, and given it In Pugnin 
for three years; our faith and cash must both be redeemed before it can bo 
made over : on this 1 shall not, however, write publicly til! 1 get an answer 
to this note, and have your ^sentiments, 

Youtb truly, 

» (Signed) "JottN Miijcotw,'' 

30, Mr, Cliapliu’s reply, dated the 3t)i April foliowipg^ was as follows :—- 

Wrote* as follows (private letter) to Sir J. Malcolm. 

" Sia,—r have the pleasure to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 27th ultimo, giving cover to the copy of a letter from Colonel Smith, 
respecting the Poorundhuree claims upon the villages of Cbugaum and 
Nuganm, 

" 2* 1 still think there is no sufficient reason for questioning the validity 

* Tbit letter li recorded ia^c public letter-book t]i« DeccAn ComDiitnoDer. (See 
parsgiApIl of this Utter.) 
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of the chimB of Vittol ^uthar Poorandbnree. He baa Suaudi bearing tbe 
PeahWa seal for all the Tillages m«ittoned' in < 79 loneJ Smith's letl^ m 
personal Jagheer (Zgt Surinjam); they are dated A..s. 1786-87^ and are 
in the joint names of the pcesent man and his tmcle^ Chlmnajee Dhondoo* 
The latter died about ttrenty years ago, and the grants ytere continued to 
the survivor, but without any fresh Simud. They remained in his name in 
the Duftur aceounts, and were coDBidered to be in his poasessiou up to the 
war, though "it is true that Nugaum has been deserted for hfleeti years. 

^^3. 1 enclose copies of Sunuds. Vittul MuJhar never had any Fouj 

Sutitijam, nor had he any troops with the Peshwa, Colonel Smith probably 
is awafe that he is dietinct from the other Poomndhurees. 

4< If 1 am correct In assuming that Vittul Mulhar’s rights have been 
continued up to the war, as I have stated, I apprehend they will not be 
affected by tlie circumstances of one or more of the villages having been 
deserted : it is a common practice for Inamdara to reclaim their lands when 
they ^nd them to be worth holding, but it is, perhaps, but fair that the 
claimant should indemnify the person who has> perhaps, gone to a great 
exj^ense in restoring them from a state of total desolation. 

1 have the honour to be, &c, 

(Signed) Cjiapljn, 

Comm iswioiier.” 

“ Paonaf Stk April 1820 .’' 

* * 

3L Jdy records do not contain any reply from Sir S, Maleolui, bui. it 
is clear from what gubsar{uent]y transpired (see paragraph 34 of this letter), on 
aji inquiry being instituted by Older of the Supreme Oovemraent, tliat Sir 
Jolm not only restored the villager, but furnished Poorundhuree with a docu¬ 
ment specifying tliera to be Inamf and this must have been done juat after 
Mr, Chaplin had so clearly stated that they had been granted and held in 
Surinjam^ (See paragraphs 24, 27, and 30 of this letter.) 

32, It appears that the Supreme Government were not eatishcd, however, 
with what had been done, for on the 14th June 1822 they ordered threngh 
Sir David Ochterlony'that Mr* G* Wellesley, the ftestoient at Indore, should 
investigate ** the clainia by which the Poonindhur Chief held the villages of 
Nngaum and Clmgaum " Mr. Wellesley, accordingly, issued the following 
instructions to his Assistant, Lieutenant Douglas i — 

" 2, GkiTemment having likewise directed a further inquiry to be made 

into the claims of the Poorundhur Chief to Chugaum, Nugaum,’ and any 

other places or benefices which he may hold in our NiEoar tetritories, with 

the view, principally, of clearing up the doubts whether he held them of 

the Peshwa on a Sunnjamee or Inamee tenure, I requeist you will undertake 
7 n 
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a local iiic|uiry into the lactj intenogating for tSU poTpose Auch of the inHa- 
" bitauCs of thobe place* nod ia the neighbourlia<H] 49 may be best quiUified 
to speak to the clreinn^tances and merits of the case. While inquiring on 
this aocovnt into the origin and exact nature of hts claims, you wJH «bju 
ascertain whether he haa continued from the commencement in uninter-^ 
rupted enjoyment of those benehcea on the same invariable footing, or 
whether they have under^gone any^ modifications or interruptions during tile 
lapse of tract paragraph 3 from Mr. Welteslcy^s letter dated 

’ the 22iid July 1822.) 

Lieutenant Douglas on the 8th August 1S22 reported the result of his 
inquiry in the following terms :— 

Having terminated a local mvestigation of the Poorundhuree^s tenure of 
tile villages of Chugaum and Nugaum, 1 do my self the honour to trans¬ 
mit the information obtained by examination of the Wutundar Patels and 
Putwarees. 

“ The hereditary authorities of the former village have reached the ages 
of fifty and fifty-five, and the Putwarec of the latter has at least numbered 
sixty years; none more able to give information were procurable. No 
branch of the Poorundhuree family resides in Nimar, and the local agent 
has been too short a period in tlieir employ to render me any aid beyond 
the production of three copies of separate Sunuda. 

“ I have annexed copies of those documents. From Nos. 1 and 2 it 
would become apparent that the^ grants have been made for tlie personal 
enjoyment, or life-subsistence of the present Chief, Vittul Mulhur, the grand¬ 
son, and of his father, Chinuiajee Dbondoo. Thirty-aix years have elapsed 
since this gift was made by Shreemunt Madhow Rao Narayen upon the 
demise of the first Poorundhur Chief, Dhondoo Mulhar. 

“ The necessity for renewal to these two specified descendants upon tlm 
decease of the original grantee, and the absence of any paragraph in the 
new deed of gift conveying the succession to their heirs, fully establishes 
the just right of the BritiBh Government to these two villages upon the 
lapse of the present proprietor’s life,, 

“Nothing has transpired to impugn the validity of these documents ; they 
are, however, but copies, and their authenticity can alone be decided at 
Poona. 

“ The hereditary agents before alluded to have assured me that from 
their earlieBt recollection these two villages have been in the possession of 
the Poorundhur family, to whose local collector they have duly paid the 
revenues. They pro less ignomitce of the nature of the Poonmdhutee’a title, 
and are unable to state whether any Tunkha or Peebkuahee was (yearly) 
exacted by the Pe^hwa. 
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/ ' The poBSeaaion Ln the PooruodliQm family been twice internptcf] 
. uid BQBpetided, at each period for shout otie year* The first resumption 
WES by His Hi^boesa Dowlut Roo Sindia twelve years siacej and tiie kst 
six years ago by Trimbukjee Benglia- On both occasions the revetiuc was 
Inst to the Pooretldhuree Chief* They are equally unable to explain the 
^ reasons of the Tillies liaFing been resumed or released^ or on wJmt 
plea, other than force, Dawlut Rao Sindta could interfere with the vUlftge 
of Chugaum, as situated in tbe district of Murdana, part of the posseesbn 
liestowed upon the Holkor fomiiy* 

**Thc separate document (No. 3) executed at the same time wkh Nos. 1 
and 3, by Madhow Rao Narayen, the posthumous son of the vLctkn of 
Haghoba^s ambition, bestow^ on Vittul Mulhar and his fother (so is the 
deed worded) the collection and enjoyment of the item of Moknssa (one- 
foiirth of the grand revenue) of the village of Sang vee, now a possession of the 
British Government, situated in the Kanapoor district. That item lias not 
hithferto been sanctioned, as tbe village is but partially reclaimed to tillage, 
and the rent-fi^e period had not expired. 

The Poorundhurce Chief claims no other privileges or possessions*"' 

33, Mr. Wellesley also obtained from Mr. Chaplin, the Deccan Commie- 
Etoncr, and from the Pulltical Agent at Sehore, all the infurmation^ they 
Cfjuld supply on the subject, and on llie 21st October 1822 reported k> tlm 
Supreme Government as follows :— 

The Poorundhnr^s Claim on Clit^timand Nugaum appears to bc’from 
the ncconipanyiiig documents clearly a tenure for his persona) lifo and no 
longer, and Sir Jobd Malclom’^s letter of restitution I find restores it on the 
sarne tenure as it was held by him of tbe Peshwa ; but as, perhaps, he may 
l>e reckoned to have a constructive claim to consideration from long poftses- 
sion of the villages of his family, I would in such case suggest it aa an 
eligible compromise of the matter that the Sunud of Government to be given 
in confirmation of the current tenure should contain a prospective provi- 
piori for continuing the villages to hi& heirs in lineal descent “Ofl perpetual 
tenanta in rent, or proprietora subject to payment of the asHesaed revenue* 
of Government,” 

34. Sir David Ocbterlony concurred in the above, and submitted Mr, 

Weilesley^s propositions for tbe consideration of tlie Government of India, 
who on the 2Sth December 1822 replied as follows - * 

"The Governor General in Council concurs entirely withBttident 
at Indore in viewing the grant of Chugaum and Nugaum to the Poorpn- 
dbur Chief to be simply a life^tenure, of the nature of Zat Suriqjarnp 
Both the testtmpny of Mr, Chaplin, arid, still more, the translatiohs of Sunuds 
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ati^ extracts from vthu Bdona arcbiTC^ wbicfi accotapanied bis deipatch 
of tbe 15th August are oochdusive on this head| and Government 
is unable to uoderstaiui on principte Sir J, Malcolm ^ehcnald have 
bestowed theae ^ viUfigea'in free.^fi or Iruim. The qualifying passage in 
the Sunudj. mdeedj which foUows tlie latter -words—'The villages of 
Chugaum and Nugaiun are bestowed on him in &ee gift, and the village 
Sangvee^ Purgana Kanapoor^ is given up as Mokasssj the whole being thus 
Tcstored OR the terva Jbrmerly fronted *—shows that whilst intending to 
re|tore them only on the former tenure^ an eBsentlal miaapprehensian exiat- 
; ed a$ to the nature that tenure^ With thia error apparent on the face of 
the transaction, and as it is very doubtful whetber Vittulrao Mid bar was 
entitled to resume possession of the villages on any foutuig af^r many 
yE^s" total abandonment of theta, Government conceives that it will 
amply have fulfilled any obligations which the proceedings of the late 
Agent may have imposed by acknowledging the tenure in question to be a 
life Jagheer. On the same principle, the share of the revenue of the^ village 
Sangvee, called Mokassa, must be allowed, whenever that village may liave 
been brought into a productive state. 

" 12, Under these circumstauceB, it will be necessary that the Hesideni 
at Indore should demand back the former grant by Sir Malcolm for the 
purpose of cancelling the same, and that the draft of a fresh one should 
be prepared as above, and submitted, both in English and Persian, for 
approval and signatm-e by the G<jvemor Generof in Council/' 

.35* On the 30tli April 1823, Mr, Wellesley sent the following letter to 
Vittulrao Mulhar Poorundhuree, through Mr. Chaplm) the Commissioner at 
Poona, and in doing bo he observed,— 

The resolution of Government in the case being conclusive, T beg 
you will repress any attempts of tlie Poortindhuree to renew negotiations 
upon it." 

" Substance of a Letter to Vittulrao Muluab PooRUNi>Hun£E, 

“ By direction of Government, I have to inform you that the Governor 
General in Council having resolved, after a full consideration of the case, 
on granting you a Sunud under seal and aiguaturei confirming to you the 
possession of the villages of Chugaum and Nugaum, and the Mokassa of 
Sang^ee, during the term of your life, the tenure under which these posses- 
tftdnB have been hitherto held by you, the said Sunud will be accordingly 
prepared and transmitted to you, when your acknowledgment will be reqair- 
ed in return, and you will now be pleased to return the Letter of restitution 
received by you from Sir J, Malcolm and Colonel Smith, the same being 
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ofily a prOTiaional deed on their pert, subject to the cDnfirmatioaHi>f the 
Gorcmor General m Council, >irUoee Sunud, under hi a seal and signature, you 
are now about to receire instead.” 

36. To tha foregoing Vittulrao MnUiar Poorumlhuree gave the following 
answer:—- 

“ I have had the honour and satiafoction of receiving the friendly letter which 
you wrote on the 5th of Wuiahak Wnd, Sumvut 1880, notifying, by diruc- 
tion of His Excellency the Governor General, that the village of Chugaum 
Mokana and Nugaum, with the Mokassaof the village of Songvee, would be 
continued to me on the same condition as heretofore, viz. as ZH Surinjam, 
or allowance for my personal expenses during the period of my life, desiring 
that I would transmit to you the deeds in my possession granted hy General 
Sir J. Malcolm and Colonel Smith for the above villages, and that Sunuds, 
under the seal and signature of the Governor General, would be given to me 
in exchange. This was the purport of the letter j and, in compliance with the 
orders of Government, I have delivered the deeds granted by General Mai* 
colm and Colonel Smith to Mr, Chaplin, the Commissioner of Poona, and 
they will accordingly reach your presence through that channel/* 

37. The letter of Vittulrao Mulhar Poorundhuree quoted in the last para¬ 
graph was forwarded to the Itcsideut hy Mr, Chaplin, witli tlie following 
letter dated the 17th June 1823 r— 

“ 1 * L have the honour to enclose the reply of Vittuliuo Mulhar Pooruii- 
dhuree to the letter which accompanied your communication Co me of the 
30th April last, wi^h the' original Sunud which he was therein directed 
to return, 

2. Some delay has taken, place in the ti tUismisslon of these documents, 
in consequence of their having been deposited in his village, which is a 
considerable distance from this place, and they oqly arrived a few days 
ago,** 

38. The following is a draft of the Sunud which Mr. Wellesley propo*ed 
in lieu of the cancelled document granted by Sir J. Malcolm 

“ Draft of a Sunud to VirruLRAO Mulhas Poohundhuhee, 

Whereas the Governor General In Council, after full consideration of 
the case, has resolved on confirming to Vittulrao Mulhar Poorundhuree the 
poiaeBslon of the village of Chugaum, Purgtma Kundwah, and Hugautn, 
Puiguna Murdana, and of the Mokassa of Sangvec, Purguna Kanapoor,— 
all the places situated ia the Zilla of Kimar,—for the term of his life, a? 
hitherto held by him j after which they wilt revert to he resuified by Ga^ 







' venmAti* This Sonud, tmd^r the seal and iJ^atnue of the GoTemor 
: Bsieral in Cotmcil, U'ftocordingly Jaeued to him in tostimotiy of the 
and hia acknowledgment wiU be taken in returup^^ 

39, On the 7th WoTcmber' 1823 Mr- Wellesley was informed that this 
drafl of Sunud had been adopted by Government^ and that it would be rc- 
tntned to him from the P^rsiaa Office duly signed and sealed^ 

40* With a letter dated the 12th December 1828, and which is below 
tranacribed^ the Resident forwarded to Mr. Chaplin the Sunud refetred to in 
the last paragraph:— 

*'With reference to our former correspondence respecting Mulhar Rao 
pQorundhuree, I now beg leave to enclose an original Sunud^ under the 
seal and signature of the Governor General in Council confirming to him 
possesflion, during his life^ of the villages of Chugaum and NogauiUj and 
the Mokassa of Sangvee, in Nimaiv and to request the favour of your trann^ 
Tnittzng it to himj and to me, in return, his formal acknowledgment of 
the same. 

'■2/ Afl this incumbent resides within your jurisdictjon, it is desirable 
that, on the occnrrencc of his decease, early notice thereof should be commu¬ 
nicated from your office to this, with a view to the resumption of the Jagheer/" 

^l. On the 24tb December 1823 Mr. Chaplin forwarded the above Sunud 
to the Collector of I’oona, and, in requesting that officer to deliver it to Vittul- 
rao Mullmr Poorundhuree, added,^— 

** Afi this incumbent resides within your jurisdiction, it is desirable that, 
on the occurrence of Ins decease, early notice thereof should be coihmunkat- 
ed to me, with a view to the resumption of the Jagheer in question.’' 

42. Mr. Chaplin on the Sth January 1824 transmitted to the Resident at 
Indore Vittnlrao Mulhar Poorundlmree^s acknowledgment of the Sunud, with 
the following letter :— 

“With reference to your letter of the 12th ultimo, I have the honour to 
forward the enclosed acknowledgment from Vittulrao Mulhar Pooiundhuree 
of the Sunud granted to him by the Supreme Government, and to infonn 
you that, on the occurrence of his decease, early notice will be communicated 
to you, as requested in the 2nd paragraph of your letter.” 

, 43. This closes the history of these Nimar holdings up to the final de(;iflioii 
of the Sapreme Government as to the tenure on which they were to be held. 

I have recorded in paragraphs 22 to 42 of this letter at length the whole of 
the correspondence which passed on the subject, and which appears to me to 
prove,— 

* Iteticmd by Captain Conpci. {Sec dnuic 5 of pangtaph 43 of thh IcttcrL) 
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Ifli.—That the GoTemor GeamV hi Ms order <aee parograpLa 16 and 
17 of this letter) of the 4th March 1820, although ho decltned to fdadga 
the Government to the hereditary contiauance ofn anything, y*t distinctly 
. declared tliat Buch continuance waa to. be left an open question, in regard 
especially to the Surinjama marked hereditary by Mn Blphintstone, 

That theso Nimar holdioga formed portion of a ^urinjam irhich 
Mr. ^phinstone had marked hereditary. (See paragraph 13 of this letter.) 

3p^._ThBt the Supreme GoTemment deemed It necessary to order a 
special inquiry (see paragraph 32 of this letter) regarding these Nimar 
holdings, the result of which was a formal declaration that they were to be 
reaudied after the death of Vittulrao MuUiar Poorundhuree, to whom the 
Government considered it Very donbcfnl whether they should have bsen 
restored at all. (See paragraph 34 of this letter^ 

this restoration for life was distinctly declared (see paragraph 
34 of this letter) by the Supreme GoTemment to be sanctioned, partly, 
in Vonsideration of an erroneous declaration previously made by SirJ, 
Malcolm that the holding was ah Tnam one, 

5j^,^Xhat a vras issued under the seal of the highest authority in 

India, specially declaring that these Nimar holdings would be resumed on Vit- 
tnlrao Mulhar Pooriindhuree*s death. (See paragraphs 38 Sc 39 of this letter.) 

—That such a declaration, made in such a manner, cannot by any 
construction be held to have left, or to have intended to leave these Nimar 
holdings on the footing on which the other Surinjams (among which wiiA 
the 2?eccem portion of the Surinjam of Vittulrao Mulhar Poornndliurec) 
which had been mqrked hereditary by Elphlnatone stood,— e. tha^ at the 
death of the holder the question of continuance would be taken into consi¬ 
deration and determined. (See paragraphs 16 and 17 of this letter.) 

7f4^^That when the Supreme Government decided that these Nimar 
lioidings, should be resumed at the death of Vittulrao Mulhar Poorundhurce, 
they had before them the whole of the evidence now forthcoming. (See 

paragraphs 25 and 33 of this letter). 

44. I wonld here observe that Vittulrao Mulhar Poorundhurce was not 
placed in posscflaion of 6ie whole of the Nimar holdings ord^ed to be released 
by Mr. Elphinstone, entered in his lists of Jaglieers as ** to be continued,’* and 
erroneously shown in Mr* Chaplin*s “Register’^ aa having been restored. 
The Governor General’s Sunud restored the two villages <>f Chugaum and 
Nugautn, and a share of the revenue (the Mokassa Umul) of the village of 
Sangvee; but the other four items,—i. r. the shares of the revenue of the four 
vill^es of Buhadurpoor, Ichapoor, Oomertee, and Boree,—we never restored 
at alL This is a fact to which it will be necessary hereinafter more particularly 
to advert* (See paragraphs 63 and 169 of this letter.) 
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46* By the Treaty 6f tbo '12th Deefemher 1822, the district of Umber, and 
with it ft portion of Vittukfto Mulhai^a Sufiiijam, vnlued at 1,100, and 
couBtBtb^ of a share of the revenue of the two vDlages of AnterveJIy 
Temb4, and Muchisdra Chiadbolee, was transferred to the Niiam, and Poo- 
rundhuree's nghta were subsequently, with those of sereml other persons, for 
ft time withheld. Through the intervention, however, of the British Govern- 
meat, naatbere were artangedp and ^ the son, Chimnajee Vittul, is now in gua¬ 
ranteed posaesmon, (See paragraph 149 of this letter,) 

46. Vittulrao Mulhar remained iu posBeseion of the Surinjam, which had 
bean restored to him, until hia death on the 12th Januaiy 1340, when the 
portion in Nimat was resumed, according to the provisions (see par^raph 
38 of this letter) of the Sunud under which he had beeu permitted to hold it. 
The pordona of the Suriujam in the Poona and Abmednuggur Coliectorates 
were continued to his son, Chimnajee Vittul, for hie lifetime, under the orders 
of Government, contained iu the PolittcaJ Secretary's letters numbered 406 and 
640^ and dated respectively the 26th Pebniary and the 1st April 1840, 

47. The report (No. 202 of the 26th February 1840) made by the CoUeC’ 
tor of Ahmednuggur on Vittulrao Mulhar's death was accompanied by a list 
of the Items composing the Surinjam which the deceased had held, and in 
this list Petah Boorhanuggur was included, at a valuation of Hs, 667-9-9. 

48. Chimnajee Vittul Poorundhuree on the 11th July 1840 addressed tlie 
Bombay -Government, begging that the Nimar villages might be restored to 
hini, His letter was forwarded for th^ report of the Acting Agent for Sirdars^ 
Mr. Milts, who, on the 30th October 1840, iuformed Government &s follows — 

*‘The Acting Agent begs leave to forward an original letter, dated the 
23rd instant, and enclosure, from the Resident at ludore, from which it will 
appear that petitioner has no claim whatever to the villages he alludes to, 
the Governor General In Council having decided that they were merely life- 
grants to petitioner's father. Under these circumstances, the petitioner may 
be informed that his title to the villages he claims is inadmissible/' 

49. The request of Chimnajee Vittul Poorundhuree was then, in the Po¬ 
litical Secretary's letter No. 2490 of the 14th November 1340, negatived in 
the following termf:—- 

** 1 am desired to signify to you that, on inquiry, it appears that the vil» 
lagcs in question, having been merely life-grants, lapsed to Government on 
the deiluse of your father, and that the Governor in Council cannot, there^ 

, fore, cotjaply with your petition." 

60. ■ A copy of the Politjcal Secretary's, reply to Chimnajee Vittul (No. 
2491 of the 14th November 1840) was on the same date ibrwardod to the 
Acting Agent for Sirdars, with a request that he would ** be pleased to report. 
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for the inferma.iion of GoT^nmenti tlie tenure under which the villages aiiuat* 
ed in the Poona and Ahniednuggur tenitory were held by the pctitionei'a 
father/' ' . ^ 

5L Th^ Ageot, in « letter, No. 101 dated the 14th April 1841, afforded 
the information called for in regard to the Deccan villages, and added a recom¬ 
mendation that those in Nimar should be likewise continued, aeslgning, b» die 
grounds on which he had arrived at an opinion opposite to the one e^rpressed 
in his previous report to Government of the 30th October 1840, the fact of the 
levennes of the Nimar villages having been included in Mr, McDonnell's 
statement orSurinjams, and also in those of Mr, Marriott eubmitted to Go« 
vermerft on tlie let August 1834. Mr. Mills tliought that the application of tlie 
Kules framed by Mr. Marriott/and promulgated for observance by the Bombay 
Government pending decision by the Court of Directors, annulled the previous 
decision of the Governor General in Council. 

52. Mr, Mills seems, however, to have completely overlooked the grounds 
on which Uie decision of the Supreme Government (see paragraph 34 of this 
letter) hod been bused, and the important fact that the Nimar villages had not 
been held by Vittulrao MuLbar Poorundhurec at the bi%aking out of the war, 
and tiiat on tliis account it had seemed to the Supreme Government very 
doubtiul whether Vittuii ao Mulhar was cntuled to resume possession of the 
villages on antj footing after many years' total abandonment of them/' They 
were included, it is true, in Mr. McDonnelfs statecnent, but subject, to inquin/^ 
w^hich was afterwards made by Mr, Chj^plin, and which proved that they did 
a(tij like the Dcccan villages, fulAl the terms on wAich aime Mr, ETphirstoue 
had contemplated tha restoration of any holding, whether Suriojam or luam. 

53. On the 29th July 1H41 the BomWiy Goveroment, through their 
Political Secretary, forwarded to the Government of India copies of the under-* 
mentioned correspondence, for such notice as the IBght Honorable the Go- 
vertior General in Council may deem it to deserve*'^ 

The petition from Ohimnajee Vittul Poorundhuree dated Uth July 1840, 
refei'i'ed to in paragraph 4S of this letter. 

The report by the Acting Agent for Sirdars dated the 30th October 
1840, referred to in paragraph 48 of this letter. 

The reply of Government to Chimnajee Vittul Poorundhuree dated the 
14th November 1840, referred to in paragraph 49 of this letter, ■ 

The letter from Government to the Acting Agent for Sirdars dated the 
I4th November 1840, referred to in paragraph 60 of this^ letter. 

The Agent's reply dated the 14th April 1841, referred to in paragraph 
51 of thia letter, 

54. 'fhe reply of the Supreme Govemraent, conveyed in their Political 

8 i> 
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Secretary's letter No. 2334 of the 23rd August 1841, wbb accompanied by a 
memorandum oi proTiouB proceedings in regard to the Nimar villages^ the 
sab^tftDce of which ia gtren in pangraphs 32 to 36, and 38 and 39 of this 
letter, and the tenure on which they had been held was explained aa haring 
been by the resolution of the GoTemor General in Council '* limited to the 
life of ViUulnio/* 

55. The foregoing declBlon of the GoTemment of India waa communicated 
in the following terms to the Agent for Sirdars, in the PoUticEl Secretary's 
letter No. 2775 of the 7th October 1841:— 

With reference to your letter [the letter recommending the restoration 
of the Nimar Tillages, referred to in paragraph 51 j dated the 14 th April last. 
No. 101, I am directed by the Honorable the Governor In Oouucil to 
transmit for your information copy of a communication from Mr. Secretary 
Maddock, dated the 23rd August last, No. 2334, from which you will 
perceive the grounds on which the villager of Nugaum and Chugaum were 
resumed by the Government of India on the death of the late Vitiulrao 
Mulhar Pootundhuree " 

56. The Deccan holdings had been entered in lists of Suriujams submitted 
to Government by the Agent, Mr. Mills, on the 23rd October 1840, as No. 28 
of Class I., the date of original grant being shown as a. d. 1741, and the 
column of ^‘Remarks" containing the following entry :— 

Vittulrao Mulhar Poorutidhuree died in January 1840, and the estate 
has been contioued to his son, according to the late Agent's Rules/' 

57« The principles upon which Mr. Milla had franked his lists were pro¬ 
nounced by the Honorable Court qf Directors to be en oneous, and at variance 
with thatr intentions; they consequently, in a despatch No. 17 of the 26th 
October 1842, enunciated definite Rules^ according to which they desired that 
new lists should be framed, and in the 20th paragraph of this despatch they 
thus adverted to the Deccan Surinjam, which had been resumed at the death 
of Vittulrao Mulhar Poorundhuree i--* 

** The Bixth and last case is that of Vittulrao Mulhfir Poorundhuree, 
whose Surinjam of Rs. 7,491-3-37 you have determined to continue for one 
more generation. The original grant of tliis estate being of Che early date 
of 1741, it must, under the principles laid down in the present despatch, be 
hereditary, and we direct that it be so considered.” 

V 

58. The principles laid down by the Honorable Court were,— 

1. (Paragraph 9 of Honorable Court's despatch.)—“ That all Jagheers 
in Class I. of Mr. Mills' list, which bear dates auteilor to 1761, be, as 
Mr. Elphinstone reconmieQdaj * hereditary in the fullest sense of the word,' 
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together with those of which the dates are unhsowit, but which are knowa 
to be ancient/' 

II. (Paragraph. 10 of Honorable Court'a despatch,)—‘Mn addition to 
these ancient Jog^eera, all those of more recent date which were granted 
in commutation for the resumption of more ancient possessions (which in 
known to have been the case wilJi some) are entitled in like manner to an 
hereditary tenure/' 

III, (Paragraph 12 of Honorable Court's despatch.)—"That with re¬ 
gard to Surinjam grants bearing date subsequent to 1761, resumption after 
a second generation from the conquest, making a pensiouary provision equal 
to baif the net proceeds of the Surlnjom lauds for the generation next sue- 
ceeding, should be the general rule," 

IV* (Paragraph 12 of Honorable Court's despatch),—"That cases in 
which Mr, Elphinatone may huve i-ecommendcd a more extended provision" 
should be separately and specially considered, as also any other cases 
deemed to require such consideration. 

69. Tliese matructions were communicated to the Agent for Sirdars, Mr, 
Warden, who was ordered to frame new liste in the Chief Secretary's Letter 
No, 994 of the 9th May 1843, the 10th paragraph of which specialLy adverted 
to this Surinjam in the following terms :— 

" In regard to the 20th paragraph of the Honorable Court's despatch, I 
am directed to request that you will ascertain and nepoi't to Govemmeni 
whether the family of the late Vittulrao Mulhar Poorundhuree possess any 
documentary proofs of thq estate held by tlie deceased having, as ass'-irted 
by them, been grarrted to his family in the year 1741/* 

60, New lists were accordingly framed, and submitted to Government witli 
Mr. Warden's letter No, 225 of the 29th Hecember 1844, They were divided 
into several dusees, the fifth being one of Surinjams improperly resumed, and, 
therefore, to be restored with arrears. In this class tlic Nimar holdings were 
entered as No, 2, aa shown in the following extract:— 
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61. In the 19th paragraph of his transmiCtory letter, 225 of the 29th 
December 1844, Mr* Warden offered the following explanation in regard to 
this Surinjam, including a portion claimed in Hindohstan 

In reply to your last paragraph^ [ have ike honour to report that tlie 
family of Vittulrao Mnlhar Poorundhuree haa produced twenty*one Sunuds 
or title-deeds, of which fourteen relate to bis Surinjam in Poona and 
Ahmednuggur, and »even to4iis estate in Hindooetan, which last, I am in¬ 
formed, has been resumed, although gmnted by two Sunuds, dated one in a. i>. 
1739 and the other in a. d. 1744, and which should, therefore, be restored, 
with arrears^ The Poona and Ahmednuggur posaesBions are secured by 
Sunuda bearing dates from n. 1719 to a. I76B: of these seven are dated 
subsequently to a* o* 1751, bat as all these refer to older grants, and Mr, 
Elphiustone declares the es^te to have existed seventy-eight years in 1819, 
which gives the year 1741 as that of the original grant, as set down by me 
in the lists of 1834, 1 think no mtatake can have been made on this paint/" 

62. '‘Mr. Warden's ji&ts were revised by his successor, Mr. Brown, who 
ro-transmitted them la Government on the 26 th October 1847, The whole 
of Poorundhuree^B Surinjam was entered as Ko, 19 of Class t,, as shown in 
the following extract. In the List No. 6 the Nimar portion alone waa shown, 
but the entry was a mere repetition of a portion of that below extracted. 
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*whole of his JaAecrJ vemtnent wlien the remaiader 
according to Rule No. was restored to the present In- 
3.' Land ; hereditary, cumhcut in A. D. 1040* Smvadi 

and Clior Chittces are in the 
pcdsession of this peraop. (See 
No. 2 of StatcmcDt No. I of list 
No. V.) 







m 


O. 


63, In both Mr, Warden’s wid Mr, Brownes lists the Mokaasn Umnls of 
yiw>i11ftges in Hindooitan were entered as to be restored to the son, Chimne- 
jee Vittnl, althongb four out of tha fire had nerar beep held by the father^ 
Vittulrao Mdhar, as they bad ttever been restored at all to him (see paragraph 
44 of this letter), and, consequently^ could not hare been, as stated in the 
lists, resumed, 

64, The remarks made by Mr, Brown referred in the following terms to 
translaiions of Sutiuds produced by Chlmnajee Vittul 

** This Surinjamdar possesses many Sunuds, and by them it appears that 

the tenure of the Surinjam is antecedent to Esunay Arbain (a. n. 1741); 

translations of them are contained in Appei^dix A to this list," 

But Appendix A contained translations of the Suuuds for the Ffimar holding 
not of the Sunnds for the Deccan portion; and this is retnarkable, be¬ 
cause the Honorable Court had tjnly referred to the Deccan Surinjam, and 
because it has now been discovered that its date of grant was incorrectly re- 
presented, (See Captain Cowper’s report No, 610 dated the lOtb Novem¬ 
ber 1853^ to be found at the end of this Appendix,) 

65. TTie revised Surinjam lists were sanctioned generally by the Honorable 
Court of Directors in their des}>atch No, 15 of the 22nd May 1649, paragraphs 
2 to and it was with reference to this sanction that on the 16tb December 
1849 the Acting Agent, Mr, Hunter, solicited the orders of Government 
as to whether or not he should convey the instructions of the Honorable Court, 
in respect to the Nimar villages, to'the authonties in the Bengal Presidency, 

66. Consequent on this application, Government called (Political Secre¬ 
tary's letter No, 68 of the 8th January 1650) upon the Acting Agent to 
furuiah authenticated extracts fvom the Surinjam lista relating to the Nimar 
viHages, which were, tf^ether with an extract, paragraphs 2 to 12 of the Honor^ 
able Court's despatch of the 22nd May 1849, No. 15, forwarded (Political 
Secretary’s letter No, 36 of the 16th March 1850) to the Government of 
India, with a request that instructions might be issued for restoring tlie vil¬ 
lages, on hereditary tenure, to Chimnajee Vittul Poorundhuree. 

67, ■ The Secretary to the Government of India in tlie Foreign Department 
replied on the 9th April 1850, No. 973^ and intimated that the requisite orders 
had been issued for the restoration of the villages, and ChiEunajee Vittul was 
accordingly placed in posseseion of the villages of Chugaum and Nugaum, and 
the Mokassa Umul of the village of Sangvee, arrears amounting to nearly 
Hs. ] 4,000 being at the same time paid to him, 

68. So stood the case when, on the 28th February last, 1 reported the 
discovery of the erroneous entry which had been made In the lists of 1844 
and ]§47, The 1st, 2ndj 5th, and 26th paragraphs of my report are b&Jow 
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Tb« Utaul of«* 

L B^diizpitofw 

Ditto f cbBjpDor* 


3. 

4. 

5. 


Ditto ODtuertHt, 
Ditto Ban«, 
Ditt^ Bangf^cb, 


j tite remaining poitioti referred to nattoq «ikd cfiii«qK»id««K» il- 
wtAy recorded, et length mMa letter, eo thet it need iwt ben^emted hm 
** Idiavt th»lvmo«r^^dAr4Jf« order#,oonv^^od in the CIiwC Sficret^^e 
'• I.’ aiijnai. * ■ Septamber 1862, to •!*- 

“ “ mit, for your <Mai*idpiaUon,lhecfixujnatoJJC^ 

which the two vilteges, and the Mokaasa Umul of 
the five othew spectto^ the lart-gm, were inclnd- 
ed in revised Snrinjam Itate as part of the here- 
diUry Surinjata of Chimnajee Yittul Pooniiidhurae, 
and were euboequcndy restored to him on that 
tentir$ under the orders fk^rn the Honorable Court of Directors passed on 
the above lists (despatch No, I s of the 22nd May 1349, paragraphs 2 to 12>* 
2, The Honorable Court seem to have passed this decision on the erro¬ 
neous informatLon afforded to them in the revised lists *—* by an oversight; 
this portion of the SoTiojain was retained by Government when the remainder 
was Trestoredto the present Snrinjamdar in a, o, 1840,—Sunilds ahiil Cbor 
Chittees are tn the possession of this person*whereas, so far from the above 
portion of the Bar injam having been retained by Government through oAy 
oversight, its reatoration had been tolly discussed, on the Affenft 
tioTif in 1641, &nd had been decisively negatived by the Govertnnentof^ndia, 
winch decision had been communicated to the Agent for Birdam ondhe 7th 
October 1841, in the Political Secretary's letter No* 2775" + 

** 5. It thus appeal that Vittulrao Mulhar Poorundhuree wts not in 
possession of tlieae villages at the breaking out of the war, and that under 
tlicse circumstances ^Mr. Elphinstone's arrangements did not contemplate 
their restoration, as he most distinctly instructed all subordinate o^oera to 
this effect* Indeed, one village in the Nuggur CoUectorate (the village of 
Bowhanuggur, Chimnajee Vittul Poorundburee^a claim to a portion of 
which was finally lejected in the Chief Secretary's letter No., 3482 of the let 
August 1851), which was exactly in the position of the Nimar ones, having 
been deserted and waste for many years prior to the conquest, wa^ not 
restored to Vittulrao Mulhar Poomndharee* and Is at pi«sent KbateaL'' 

28, I have thought it advisable to report on these villages separately, 
leaving the title under which theSurinjam in theDeecau ia Chim- 

najee Vittul Poorundhuree for inquiry, if requisite, hereafter; tbequeathm 
for decision in this case appearing to me simply to wbetber the Honwiabla 
Court of Directors sanctioned the restoration of the Nimar viUagaa owhetc- 
diiary temtre, under the impre^ston that they had been prevtoiniy he]d<oatbe 
same tenure as the Deccan portion of the Surinjam, and had been throagh 

* In Mr. Wirden't litti 1844. No. 23 of Claa* I.* and No, 3 of Cl*« V,j m Mr* 
SnMin’i nrjKd listi of 1847* IJfo* 13 of Cl*i* 1-, and No. 2 of itHtomont No* I- of hit No, 
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^ ifnttrv^hi rtiteiiiad ^dten'enunent ’when the Deccan, |k)r|ioii was raelmd in 
-1840; iff wliniher the Hoetociible Court were aware that th^ Bthiiar,;TiiIagea 
bad notheeia Mil'byfVSttial Jda^ar Foorundhuree at the .breahing;l>nt of 
the war; that they had been^ under peculiar circumfitancesj and as aQ act of 
. graca» reiioied.tQ hinif the Qoremor Geoeral'^Sanodj^tii Ufs^^ttnt f 
and ihailbey had-been . 1841, afier Vittul ■ Mulhar'e death, fbrutaUy, de¬ 
clared.by the Sapreqw -Goveramant, on a reoqiiBideration of thc^ caa^: to 

have hipee4 the State/' .. .. 

'69*' ITie Inam CommiBsioncr, Mr» Hart, Bubcaitled my report to Goaorn-' 
eaeat with the foUowiog letter. No* 1883 dated the 6th April 1863 ^ 

' * I have the honour to aubmit'a report No* ’ 102, dated 28th. Aebmary 
J863j from mj Aesistent, Oaptafn Cowper, showing that it vns on imperfect 
Information' that the Honorable the Court of Directors wore induced to 
sanction the reUnquishment to Chimnajee Vittul Pqonindhuree, and the 
continuance to him, on hereditary tenure;, of certain rUlagea and Bmula in 
Nlmar, which, under the deliberate and final o^ers of the QoTeiiiraeiit of 
India, declared after reference to the Coiamisiioner fn the Deccan, ought 
to have finally lapsed to Qovemment at the death of Chimnajee'fl father, 
the tate Vittulrao Mulbar* 

It does not appear neceeaary to add anything to wi^at Captain 
' Cowper has stated in his clear report on this case* But with regard to the 
important that the vtllagea in Nimar had not been held by Vittulrao 
Poorundhuree at the breaking out uf the war, as shown in Captain Cowper^s 
19th paragraph, it may be as well to recall the^ attention of Goremment to 
the Honorable Mr* Elphinstone's letter of the 25th'October 1819, which 
contains the following description of a rule observed by him, and sanctioned 
by the Supreme Govemtnenti— 

“' Np SuTinjam ceded to the British Oovernroent by the Treaty of 
1817, no Jsgheer not actually enjoyed up to the war, to be restored, 
unless specially directed so to be*' 

'' This rule would appear to be doubly fatal to any claim by Poortindhurea 
to any part of bis former Sunitjam in Kimar, as, besides not haTing been 
enjoyed at the breaking out of the war, it would appear to have been in¬ 
cluded among the cessions made by the Treaty of Poona, the position of 
which is thus eicplained by Mr* Elphinstone in the 6th paragra^ of his 
despatch No* 78 dated 18th June 1818, to Che GoTCmor General— 

" 'The Peshwa's whole reyenuej before the last Treaty, amounted to 
2,16,00,000, of which Bh* 95,00,000 waa paid Into the tr^«ury, 
and Ra- 1,20,00,000 allotted to Jagheerdars; of this last sum Rs* 
26,60,000 was produced by land in Iliudoostan, which Imd greatly de- 







' kl ead wltkh ti» P«9kwa thtfiTttl itib^ toefit wficterer* 

si* 2dj6^*00©, With Ht. 32^0t0Q&t of. th* pii(^hbt& 

tm A#’ trttorti^:Ww mM 1^ the IVefel^ of l^aai aondoded in /«ne 

’ ^S, >^£ii«^j[ htft, ! itaied by Captain Cowper, to 

' ’ cinaMfe' Oofertafebt^ cbmft to a dedkion on the .qiie«tkHi mbihiM ki the 
kSt^ ^t^raph 'Of hk rtport, and to judge liow wf rtply which can be 
giTea ter it ought to a^Tact^ in this partteular case, the genefal Bsneikiii given 
Mbj ihe Blcitiontbte Courti^of DtrectOrs to the ftetUement proposed by the 
revised Suni^ani liata'of 

; ^ !J5ftp;fo^^rhe Bombay Governpent, on this information, reeommeflded the' 
irnliiediste reaiimptkin of the rilZages^ and the fol lowing letter;^ No. 2750 of the 
B3Ki June 10S3^ wae addreased by tJieir Politicai Secretary to (bo GoFetTiment 
of India:—■ ' 


'*^With reference tothe correspondence noted in Ae maigiiv I am direct- 

' „ , ' -'. 'id to transmit to yoa, £of sabmiesion to the Most 

** To the SecretiTT to tbc ^ ^ ^ i ^ 

Gnvembient of India, }4o. i^oble the Governor General of India in Council 

^dsted tbi iSth March (i^,py ^ letter and of its enclosure from Mr> Kart^ 

Fmm dittiH No. 973 the late Inam Gommissieq^, No* 1883 dated'the 
datedM April 1850. April IftBt, flhowiqg that it WW on iqiperfeci 


informatieii that the Honorable the Court of Dilators ^ wepe iivkleed-to 
authorise the oontinuance, on hereditaiy tenure, to Cbintamun VittblfFoo- 
' npMlliuiwe^ gf certain villages and UnbiJs in Ntmar» wMcbv under the orders 
contained in Mr* Secretary Swintoh'^e letter dated tlie SStk Xlecember lti22f 
ought to have been fesnmed. ■ . .i . 

“ 2* In forwarding'these dociunetits, I am'desn^ to.add ibereto copy 
of a Minute thereon by the Right Honorable the Governor*.cohcwfredjn 
by the Honorable Mr, Blanc, dated the 14th instant, and to request that, 
with referette^ to the I6tli paragraph of the latter doemnent, you wiU have 


the goodiieaa to submit to the Most Noble the Govemof General in Coun¬ 
cil r the suggestion of this Govemmetit, that immediate steps may be taken 

to resume the villages and Umuis In question* 

“ 3* The Resident at Indore has addressed on tlw subject, m order 
that any portion of the income which may possibly be in. bis handa miy 
U withbddj peJidlDg further orders from iJie Government of India.” ^ 

71, ^yeroment.of India, in their Fore^ ^'reta^^a letojr No* 
3233^ ^of the 22nd July 1&63, below transcribed, intimated coticutrence, 
and that orders for the resnmptiou of the Nimar villages Ikd be^ issued 
.. I have, the honour to acknowledge the receipt of yont drapatefi dated 

the 23id ultimo^ No, 89^ forwarding enptea of a letter and of itt eriblosure 
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Mr. tM'IVIl Imm OmulukMiir/'taid'of * ifowta^rtwded 
^ 4^ the the Governor^ ^tiinl'tlikHt' wE9 

w kaptflto ^ I t Aimfct^ bo the Hcror^lje th«'' Coiirt' M, TWirigw were 
ittdttced to esdMrtAs^ 4ba contiiiuat»!», oa herediitary tenarc^ to CAi»temiro 
c VHtul Pooiuikdliut^j 6F<4Mtm viBajges and XJuxbIb ha Niuii^^lrifelb' tnght 

- 'to lmve-=1m)''feBUfn«id.- ‘ ■ .' ■ ' ■ ''' ■'■ ■■ 

“ 3, In tti^yj r Am directed to AcqimiAt yon that at the recomnMndation 
of the GoYemment of Bombay^ ivhlcli woe ge*end}y approved of by the Coui i 
' tif Directors^ end which, under that approval lod the GoTermoent of India 
in '1B60 to restore the Nimar Titlagee that bod been reivnifeilv a^d properly 
^ ' refiumed, after full consideration by the GbremFoeht of India in 

was ibunded upon a mistaken statement of the fects of the case. Hia^Lord- 
; ship in Council agrees with the GoYomment of Bombay in thinking that 
the error should be at once corrected by the recall of the order of 1850, and 
. .the immediate recovery of the villages.in question. 

ITte Resident at Jndore has been directed acootdingly, ' 

“4i A copy of this correspondence wiU be duly forwarded for the infor¬ 
mation of the Honorable the Court of Directoii,'' 

" 72/^ Consequent ot^; the above, orders were on the 18th August 1853 
' issued to the Agent for Sirdars to erase the Hindoostan portion df the Suria- 
jata from the Burinjam lists, and the fact of their resamption having been 
ordered was at the same time notified to that othcer. 

73. Meanwhile, the late Agent, Mr, Warden, had, in the PoliticBl Secre- 
taty'i letter No. 2752 of the 23rd May 1863, be<fn requested to explain what 
had occurred, Government remarking that they posseased no nicans of nc' 
counting for the foot of Messrs. Warden and Brown having in their respective 
Sutinjani lists made no allusion whatever to the correspondence recorded in 
the Agenf A Office in 1841, and distinctly showing the resumption of the Nimar 
Surinjam tgrbave been made after foil discussion, aminot by any oversight, 

74. Having now brought the history of this Surinjom down to the period 
ut which the case was referred to the Honorable Mr. .Worden for his explaua^ 
tion, I proceed to notice the various portions of that gentleman's letter which 
seem, to require explanation or remark. 

75. The 1st. paragraph deacribes Mr, Hart’s report as one in which he has 
attempted to show ** that two vitiagea, and portions of the revenue, of otliers, 
were continued on imperfect information, to Chimonrao Vittu) Poorundliurw.” 

. .^iier a careful perusal of the Honorable Mr, Warden’s letter, I have foilpd to 
discover, anything. whatever to prove that I was at ail wrong in reporting, ill' 
paragraph of my letter No. 102 of the 28th Februa^ lost,— 

, .The Honorable Court seem to have jn^ased tMs jdecuion on..the 
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renw^ ilitp «C jl9 >p(^m Lu4|fct^2 qt,6*m^t’UQiX of JUst 

Hsv 4W Bjf ♦« Uiia. portion of the SoHuji^ ifffit. .i^alpoed 

:; . hf «f» Effiored to tha preaent SvruyodidBr 

lo A. D. i840r^Sunadi and Chor Ohittees are m tba poeflessioo of thj» 
peHOA ';—%o Ar from the aboTe portioii of the Surin]ttm having 
^hooo retained GoTOCEUuant tbcough any overaightr ita reetoration.had.heen 
^fiiUy^ djflcnaaed on the repreaenta£w7ii in 1841, and bad beep deci* 

, jdvaly nagatired by the'Government of {ndia^ which deeisioa had been 
. owthunrcated to the Agent for Sirdare on the 7th■October' ISdl^.in the 
F^itinal Seoretary'e letter So. 2776.*' j,, ^ , 

It now appnra that all thie has really occurred juet as J iuppo^ to have 
been the caae, so that 1 am at a loss to conceive how inch information can be 
viewed as anything else but most imperfect. 

76. * The 2nd and 3rd paragraphs of the Honorable Mr. Warden's letter 
explain, the drcnmstances under which the erroneous entry—** By an over¬ 
sight, this portion of the Surinjam was retained by Government when the 
remainder was restored to the prcBent Sutinjamdar in a. d. 1840’—was made 

the Surinjam lists prepared by him. It appears that the deciaioiL passed 
and recorded in 1841 was never seen by> nor brought to the noti^^^ of, fb^ 
Honorable Mr. Warden, although he observes-^ 

*'That I ought to have seen this correspondence there.: is no dcubt, and 
. 1 could not have avoided seeing it if Mr. Mills had compiled his recoirda 
ea records are now toil versally preserved, instead of dividing hiscorres[K>nd- 
ence into volumes of * Inward and Outwaid Letters,’ bound up according 
to their dates, and quite irrespective of tlie subjects to which the fettom 
severally related.*' 

. The Agent for Sirdars has mformed me, under date the 8th October last, 
T?o, &68, “ that the plan adopted by the late Agent, Mr. Mills (that^ juet re¬ 
ferred to), is BtUl in force in the Agent's Office ” 

77. The Honorable Mr. Warden in his 2nd paragraph states,— 

“From A, D. 1834 to a. d. 1842 I bad no official connectfeTi’wkh'thft 

D^cun; during this interval the two Native officids, who had aided In the 
preparation of the Surinjam lists submitted by Mr. Marriott in 1833,' 
■ had been exchanged for two straugeriJ, so that memory could ^ot aid 
any of us/' ^ 

I do not understand allusion to the lists of 1833, wtueh could npt, as 
for as'I can bee, throw any light wlifttevar on the ducusrion in 1841, which 
alone wm what ought to have been brought to notice; Apart from this, 1 
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iind ihftt, dn the 14th October 1841, a Muratliee letter, No. 86^, conr^yinijr 
Ibe decision of the Su{»eme Government, had been addressed by the Agents 
Mr. Mills, to Chiranajac Vittul Poorandhuree, so that the Mumthea office of 
the Agent, at any rate, mnit hare been acquainted with what had paa^^dp 

78. In the ne*l (the 3rd) paragraph the Honorable Mr, Warden expresses 
the following opiuion 

“It does not, however, follow, as it appears to me, that any fraud or 
wilful supprasakm took place on the part of the Native servants of tire 
Ag<!nt*s Office on tliat occasion, for although on the lEsta there is only the 
brief riote (1 quote from Captain Cowper*s copy of it)—* By an oversight, 
this portion of the Surinjam was I'otaincd, by Government when the re¬ 
mainder was restored to tlie i^rcsent incumbent,’^—if yon will do me the favour 
to refer to paragi'aph 19 of my letter to Goveinment dated Uecetnber 29tli, 
1844, to which that note was only an accompunimentj yon will hnd tn& 
entering into tlie following detail:—^ I have the honour to state that the 
family of Vittulrao Poorutidlmree has produced twenty-one Sannd3 or title- 
deeds, of which feurtcen relate to Ins Surinjam in Poona and Ahmednug- 
gur, imd seven to his estate in Hinrloffsianj which last, / am informed, has 
been resumed, although granted by two Sunuds, dated, one in a, i>. l73^) 
find the other in A, n. 1744, a/id wMch should, therefore, he restored, icitA 
anearsS While the expression in the foregoing passage—‘ 1 am uiform- 
ed'—satisfies me that 1 had no proof before me of what I asserted, it also 
satishes me that ruy subordinates in the Ptiflnr did not conceal fi-om me 
their belief that the resumption had taken ])lace.’^ 

I certainly cannot perceive tlmt the fact of die above fetter having been also 
written in any way alters the case. Tlie remarks in the lists were to the effect 
tliat the villages had been resumed “ by an oversight/^ This was the errer, 
and this was not corrected by anything stated in the letter: on the contrary, 
the letter left the remaiks unquestioned, and went on to strengthen the ease 
in favour of the restitution by the addition of other facts {i. e. that the 
“ estate in Hiiidoostan"' bad been granted by two Sunuds, dated, one in a. n, 
17Gd and the other in A- d. 1744), calculated only to enhance the necessity 
of remedying the ovei'sight witliout delay. 

79, As tlie suboidinates did not (and the Honorable Mr. Warden is 
satisfied that they did not) conceal from the Agent “ their belief that tlie 
resumption had taken place," the only siij^posilion which seema to me to be 
left IS, that they must liavc misrcjircscntcd tile cireumstances which had 
shortly before been placed on recoid in both the Engli^^h and Muratbec offices, 

1 allude here U> llie subordinates in the Officii, and 1 make this 

distiuctiou because I am doubtful to whom liie Honorable Mr. Warden has 
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icfcrred when speaking ofliis "subordinates in the Dtiftur,'' for at the clo« 
fd' the «amc (tJie 3rd) paragraph “ the Poona DufUir'^ ii specified «» the 
place m which no oflficial note " of the reeumption of the Hindootan estate was 
recorded, or at least remembered/' But "the Poona Duftur*' is the term by 
which the Pe&hwas’ retordf^, or the office containing them, have always been 
distinguished ; and this ofSce has, if 1 am rightly informed, never been any*’ 
thing elae tfian one of lefcrence, so that no record of resumption canid have 
been made in 

80. ^ How'ever, tliere remains to be stated that which, added to the fore¬ 
going, appears to me conclusively to prove that this infoimation must havo 
been puTpasely withheld from the Agent; and on the Honorable Mr. Warden's 
own previous fihowing on a similEiT occasion, it aj>pears impossible to accept the 
fjpinion lie has now expressed, that " the most pmhaMe solution of the diffi¬ 
culty is, that us the correspondence was in the English Office of the Agent 
for Sirdars, and the land to be resumed in country beyond the limits of this 
Pi-cBi(]fency, and tlie resumption itself, consequently, not carried into effect 
through the instrumentality of the Agent for Slrdais, no official note of it 
was lecordedj' or at least remembered in the Poona Duftur”; for wiien, on 
a former occaBion, a serious ci ror in the ll&t of 1844—wliicli, had tlie Govem- 
iiient not detected it, would have caused tlie improper alienation in perpetuity 
^>f an estate (the Suriiijam of Madhowrao Neelkunt Poorundhtiree) valued at 
lis. 25,033^4-0—wafi ]joiiited out by the Government to Mr* Waidcn, he in¬ 
formed them that the head clerk of the Agent's English Office, in which the 
cori‘esj>oiKlcuce regarding the reaumptloii of these Ninuir villages was recordf.di 
had been directed to ^xamthe and revhe the Suriiijani lists of 1844 in f/tclr 
c^nnpletestate j because from hitj " wonderful memoiy, and thorough knowledge 
of all past proceedings, he was spsciiilly qualified to detect any errors m Chem.'^ 
'file toll owing portion of the fith paragi-aph of the Chief Sec retary^B letter Pfo. 
ISOG of the Dill May 1840, addressed to Mr,Witrdcn^s successor, Mr, Brown, 
when be was directed to reviije Mr. Warden^s lists, clearly explains the cir¬ 
cumstances to which I linvejust referral:— 

"C* Tliia very important oversight was poiiih^d out to Mr* Warden 
when lately in Bombay, pi-evioua to his proceeding to England, and his 
explanation called for* In reply to this reference, Mr, Warden, in a letter 
dated tlie 2nd March last, stated that he had altogether lost sight of tha 
orders contained in the Government letter of the 5th January 1838, above 
alluded to, and that the "overaight wag the more extraordinary as,^fter he 
had finished the lists, he had sent them to Amlaba,the head clerk, who had 
assisted in the preparation! of every list of every kind of alienation from the 
time of Mr* Elphiristone, and who ha« a most wonderful memory, with direc- 
liun^ to revise them, and point out any errors? that might occur, and the 
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i^nmetancti I ba^ escaped him also.* The GoFctnor in Council 
tonMen this expIaiidSon to ^ in toe highest degree unBatis&ctoryV' 


81. Were this £he only ease In which such things hod occurred, I should 

hesitate to express the unfavourable opiuiou which 
1 have" done, but the very reverse is the fact. I 
have lately ^bruitted toe reports specihed iu the 
margin, on cases in which there seems every resson 
to believe that errors of a much graver nature have 
been committed, and 1 would solicit a perusal of 
th^e leidxrs, especially of that last enumerated, which shows the Honorable 
Court and the Government to have passed a decision regaiding the Heccan 
portion oC thi^ very Suri?tjam (Chimnajee Vittul Poonnidhuree's) on informa¬ 
tion stiJ! more incorrect than that which is now under discussion, (See pam- 
graph 154 of this letter,) 


Jfo. 3!97r£'l*t September 

1852. 

Vol ie3,2ndlUiiy 1R53. 
No. 4513, I 3 th Octabf;r 

1853, 

No* 510J lOthNoteiuher 
1^53,. 


82* In paragraph 4 of tbe Honorable Mr, Warden’s iclter, he proceeds to 
show,— 

* 

“ 1st,—Although, had this correspondence been before me, 1 siionld most 
certainly have alluded to it, that 1 should as certainly not Jiave deviated 
cine point from the course I took in respect to this Snrinjtim in consequence 
of such correspondence, the decision of the Supreme Govemnaent having 
been the decision of a totally distinct question from that before me i and 
2nd, even if it had not been so, that the inquiry originally pi'oposed by 
me was not only not to be affected by isolated decisions, but that it was on 
tbe apparent iucousietcncy of these local decisions that the Honorable the 

r 

Coiiil of Directors directed the general inquiiy into and decision i>f theso 
claims on certain definite principle;^, snob inquiry being entruisted to me, 
though fiotn tlic delay—extending to no less a period than fifteen months-— 
that occurred in Bombay in disposing of my report, I had quitted India 
before it was even noticed by the Government, winch ordered my successor 
to test toe accuracy of my work, and 1 have, consequently, ever (dnee felt 
myself divested of all responsibility as to the result*" 

1 would, before diBcuesiLig tliese two points, point out what appears to me a 
mistake wliicb the Honorable Mr, Warden has made, in stating, with Reference 
to his report of 2Sth December 1844, No. 225, trausmittmg the Surinjam lists, 
dial he '^bad quitted India before it was even noticed by the Government*" 
This I imagine cannot have been the case, as iu that portion of toe Govern¬ 
ment letter which I have quoted tn my SOth paragraph, it is distinctly stated 
that one of the most serious errors In the lists was pointed out to Mr. 
Worden when lately m Bombay, previous to his proceeding to England, and 
his explanation called for,’^ 
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83. The ironoi'Jihle Mr. Wftrden having ^*for perspicuitysake" dUpoaed 
of the lust-stated peiivt fij-st,—viz. that it was the nutui e of these loealdeci- 
sions that led to the general inquiry, which was not to be aflected by them/*— 
I shali discuss it it^ the same order, and would observe tliat the local deciaiops 
referred to were, if I mif^take not, rleeisbns of a widely dilftiTent nature from 
the one passed fay the Su]>reme Govei'nment in the case of the Nimar villages, 
inasmuch as not one of those Local decisions, tliut 1 am aware of, was ever 
passed with the slighteflt reference to non-possession at llig breaking out of 
the war with the Peshwa; whereas, the Nimar villages were specially directed 
to be resumed at tlie death of Vittulriio Mulhrir Poorundhuree (ace paragraph 
of this letter), because it was considered “ very doubtful whether'^ he “was 
entitled to resume possession df the villages on anj/ Jholuifj after many years' 
total abmidannient of them.” 

H4. The llonoj-able Mr. Wai-den in his Gth paragrapli alludes^ to tlie order 
of the Honorable Court of Directoi^ that tJie application of the Rules laid 
dowii^ ill their despatch No. 17 of the 2Gth October 1842, as those upon which 
iicw^ lists of Siiriiijams wore to be fmmed, should be “ii'i'espective of a note 
by Mr. Secretary Maddi>ek, and a Minufc by Lord ilucklaud, advocating a 
IIinch more extensive resumption than the Directors eonteaiplate^J,— iitg- 
spoctive, in ishurt, (d' all tlial liad gone licfoic/^ 1 think it will be found that the 
I loiioi’able Court considered it expedient not to add their original instructions 
oifii/ hrentis^ they considered Lord Auckland's oj’dcrs in principlfi similar Ir^ 
llicir own,—at least this js the construction I place upon the 22ud [mragrajdi 
of the Honorable CotntV desjmteh below quoted:— 

Tn these documents a much more extensive resumption of tlieac 
Jugheers is advocated than that which we have contemplated, but tins more 
extensive resumption is contended fur under tlie ciioneous impression 
eiitertaincil by Mr. Maddock, In common with Ml^ Mills, that the whole of 
tlje existing Jaghcers aixi derived from the Government of the Peahwas, 
and Lord Auckland thinks that the grants of the M ogul limperors, and of 
the Sattara Rajaa, should be treated as horedlUry. IIU Lord&hip'a 
orders arc, therefore, in principle .similar to oui' own, and we do not think 
it necessary to add anything to the irisiructlons contained in tlie 
preceding paragra]ili/* 

85. I cun scarcely consider these iustructioiis to liave been irrespective of 
the Governor Generars opinion; but however this may have been, I am cer¬ 
tainly not aware of anything on record to show that the orders of tiie Honor’- 
able Court were directed to be carried out irrespective “ of ail that had gone 
before”^ on the contrary, f am under the impression that the Rules which ike 

HonoiidJe Court laid down were intended to alter or cancel previous decisions 

mu 
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ill resfhftct to original date of grants and (\\tKiemyfhiiig i>U^ was most 
tinctly ordered to be fully recoi ded for llieir consideration ;nitl final disposal. 

8f>. It therefore appears clear to mcj tliat in arriving at the conclueioii 
expressed in hi^ 7th paragraph, that liis only^ bissinesa was to test every claim 
by these principles ,—L e. soUly to ascertain and record the date of original 
grant,“-the Honorable Mr» Warden must have misapprehended the intention 
of the Honorable Court, and the subsidiary instructions which a^ere issued by 
the Ciovernment of Bombay; for it surely cannot be that tlie orders regaiding 
original date of grant were intended to apjdy to ptisaension at the breaking 
emt of the war, and still less that these orders could justify fho entry of a Su- 
rinjatn recommended to be refitored as having been resumed " by an over- 
si gilt,” the real state of the case being that fjueh resumption hud taken place 
under the distinct orders of the Supreme (.lovcrument issued after lull dlsiais- 
siiUL on two sc|>arate occasions (a. n* 1822 and 1841). 

87, If the opinion 1 have just offered be a correct one^ it applies witli equal 
force to the remaining portion of tbe Ilonornhle Mr. M’^urden's 7th pningtaph^ 
in which it is stated,— 

And BO far from the decision of the Supreme Government In respivt In 
Poomntlhiiree’B NImar possessions being the only one a tnodihtation of 
which in favour of the claimants I proposed, it will be observed that it forms 
but one of a list of no less than, twenty-two decisions by the Government, 
resuming Surinjams, which 1 said should be altci'ed,” 

1 cannot admit that this correctly defines what wits done ; fui', in the first 
place, the lemaining twenty-one holdings were simply those wliich,, as granted 
prior to A, D. 1751, were tube restored on hereditary'tenure; whereas, the 
IVimar j)ossessioTis were in a totally different position, as they had ori inquiry 
been found not to have been held at the breaking out tA' the war 

with the Peshwa. The other twenty-one cases came withii^a rule already laid 
down by the Honorable Court, but not so the twenty-second, for no rule had 
been defined or even alluded to under which a deeisiou passed—as that of 
the Supreme Government had been—on the grounds of nan-posscseion 
became null and void* (See paragraph 34 of this letter.) 

88* 1 have gone thus far in merely showing that the Nimar poBsessiona— 

albeit one of the twenty-two cases in which restoration was recommended—form¬ 
ed, nevertheless, a caso which differed entirely from the remaining twenty-one. 
But it m^st be borne in mind that whether this difference existed or not, it had 
nothing whatever to do with the fact brought to the notice of Government by 
the Inam Commission (see paragraph 68 of tills letter), that in the Surmjam lists 


+ Itnhtitrd hj CnpUla Covpcr. 



Ari*ENDlX D. 


75 


the grounds on whitili tlyj resumption of tlie Nimar possessions had taken 
place had been not only omitted to be stated, butliad been actually minsiatfid. 

89» Tile Honorable Mr, Warden in Jiis Htli jiaragraph proceeds 
show, secondly, that the question before the Supi-eiue Goverimieiit and that 
before me (himself) in iv^spect to these lauds in Niinar, wan diftereiiL** 

As 1 understand the case, the two questions,^ thongh jiot precisely siiiii!ur,i 
were not altogether different. Tbc^y were not pretusely siiudar l9i;eHU3e llie 
Utd ca of 1842, declaring a certain degree of antirjuity to be one of the cs^^entJalH 
to an hereditary tenure, were not iti force wlieii the decisions of the Supi-emc 
Government were passed; but they a^^stuedJy cannot be coriectly dtsiciibed as 
nttugetl*er dilferent, unless it can be niaintainixL tbafT under tlie Huics of 1842 
(those laid down Ijy tile Honorable t^onrt, ami liaving no neforcuce whatever 
to non-possession at the breaking out of the war,—see jiaiagraph 8;> of this 
letter), the abandonment of the Nimar vilhigeH for ninny years [irevious to the 
war witlilhe Pesliwa no longer jn'esentotl that obi^taele to their hereditaty con¬ 
tinuance which in the judgment of the ISiipreiuc Govcmuieut liad rendered 
it necessary to issuc^ in 1822, a S}initd s^jpchflij/ providing lor their resiiiiiptioii 
at the dealJi of the thm incuiubent, und bi declare that deebioo final on its 
lecousideratioiL in lH4t. 

110, Paragraphs 9 to 17 of liLs letter the I Louorable Mr, Wanlcn luis dc- 
senbed in hi?i idlli paragraph as a ** precis of a volume sent to mo frim^ Captain 
Cowjiei'^s owu oflice/^ Tim greater portion of this in formation has beci 
already laid hclbre Gowrnnicnt in iljy report of the 28tli Febnrary la::'!, 
No, 102; the I'cst wall be hereinafter specially referred to in connection wi^h the 
Uonoi'able Mr. WardeiiV opinion (see paragi'apli 18 of letter) tiiat‘1 \v.\n not 
justified inouhtling to insert it in that rej>ort; and the whole has been submit¬ 
ted at length on the p it sent occasion, ami will be found in ]iaragrajdis 22 to 42 
of this letter, 

91, Such being the case, it only seems necessary fiir me lieixi to siipjdy one 
fact which the Honorable Mr. Warden has omitted to state, but which appears 
to me materially to affect a most important question yet to he noticed, 

92. The history of the early inquiry regarding the.se villages, and of their 
being eventually confirmed at; a life-grant to Vittuliufi Mulliir Ptiorundhnrce, 
is concluded in the Honorable Mr. Warden's Jhth paragraph in the following 
words,—“ And the villages were granted, accordingly, as hitherto held, viz, on 
Zat Surinjam or official tenure, for life,” Such was nio&t undoubtedly the caAc; 
the villagGB were granted for life; but they were granted by a Sunud under the 
Governor Generara hand and seal (eee paragraph 43 of his letter), in which 
it was specified that they would he resumed at tSe death of the grantee, 

9U. Before quitting this portion of the subject, J would advert to the Hoimi- 
ahlr Mr. Warden^p; applir,)tjnn of the term ^^ofikial tenure” ti> [icnsonal 
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Surinjame hcJd from ttie British Govt'inikimit;. It not to question the cor¬ 
rectness of the expression that f solicit attontJoii to it, for, without explanation, 
T am in ignoraoce of the precise meaninif^ that it is intended to convey ; but it 
is a term which I have never before found iiscd to describe these Surinjams, 
and I have always supposed its application to be conttned to service holdin^^, 
94. I must quote in full the Honorable Mr. Wai’deifs IStb para^ra]>h, as 
it imputes to tne conduct of which 1 liavo not been guilty; of which 1 must 
clearly show that i have not been guilty; and with ivliich llie (government 
will, 1 trust, declare I should not have been clmvgcd. The paragiftph rims 
thus:— 


“ I leave it to llio GcivcmmenC to sniy, alter tlie perusal of the fore¬ 
going prens uf a voliiiiic stnt to nits from CuptEiin (jOflqicr^s own ofliue, 
whether he was justified in telling Mr, Hurt, the lute Inam Commissioner 
(paragraph 3), that the portion of the corres^mndciice between the 
Nimar authorities which il of importance to notice was * that one of the 
villages claimed (Chugtmm) lind been abiindoncd by Vittulrao Miiiliar 
PooTimdhuree long prior to its occupation by the British Government, us 
contained in a private letter from Culoncl Smith to Sir John Mukolnf; 
for it was not even (ns Captain Cowper alleges) a ^fuct pointed tnit by Sir 
John Malcolm himself to Mr. CKupliii/bul hearsay, on what Sir Jtilm Mal¬ 


colm himi^lf calls a * jirivato letter,’' Teriifm invt ^cfi7s <md a imif ic/bre th^ 
local inquiry undei'bdceLi by order of the Go vein meet to clear up doubt;^; 
tlie facts elicited by tliat local inquiry being, not, as thi.s private hearsay 
has it, that the village of CJuigaum had been abandoned by ^ Vittulrao Poo- 
f rutidhurce long prior io its ocenpation by the British Govcriiiiieiit,^ but 
^ J that from tlio earliest recollection of ilic local authovities, and who Jiatl 




I 


attained tlie age of fifty, f/w? tico Pillfrycs had been, in thr^posJ^eiisitm of ikc 
Poormdhurec familyi to whose local coUect^fr they had ]}aid the revenues 


95. My explanation is as follow's 

ls(.-*-That the information which the Honorable Mr. Warden has left 
Government to say whether I was justified in withholding, and which is 
contained in tlie lines of the last paragraph which I have bracketed (the 
concluding ]jortit>n of the last paragraph, commencing with “ but that/^ 
down to the end), was not in my possession when, on the 2Hth February last, 
1 reported on the Nimar holdings, nor for nearly two months afterwards. 

2Jt(£“*-That on the 17th November 1852 T addressed tlie Political Agent 
in Nimar, calling for any information on his records relative to the Nimar 
villagea, but that I received*tio reply up to the 28th Febmaiy of the follow¬ 
ing year, on which date I submitted my report on the Surinjam, which 
there appeared no reason for delaying, us I had been furnished with all the 
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correspondence on tlie reconls of the Bombay Oovei rimeiitmid the Deccun 
Commission^ and with a complete preriji o1 past jiroccctlinj^s fiamed m the 
Secretariat of the Supreme Government and clearly explaining tho gromidil 
upon which the tlcciyiona of 1H22 and 1W40 were passed. 

That 1 did not receive the reply dated the I3th April l^rjS of the 
Political Agent in JVimar, which furnished the information (contained in the 
last few lines of the 94tli paragraph of this lette^^, whicli are bracketed) tej 
which the Honorable Mr- Warden liaa made special alluaionj until the 2()lh 
April 1853. 

4ih, —That the volume’* which wa.? sent to the Honorable Mr. Warden 
from my office ahowedj ow ,^ to t/ie our. from which that 
tleinaii liiis rpiutccl the information which he lias^ left (Tovernmciit to infer 
that I witliJicld^ tlmt E cojt/ti nob ns it wusi then unknown to me, have ad¬ 
verted to that infoiTiiation in my report nf'^tlie 28th February lajtt- 

d(h .—That tlic ** volume" thus fhrnisihed by me was nyt called for, hut 
sent fd my ima suggestion, ** as the best nieaus of enabling Mr. ardeii to 
obtain the infoimatioQ he may require/" 

dfA,—That ! d t> not, however, lor rcasrms to be hereinul'tcT more (idly 
explained (sec paragrajdis 100 to 104 of this letter), consider the inlbrimL- 
tum thus received from the Political Agent in Nijnar to affect in the sllglitest 
degree the meritji of the case as reported by me on the 28th February* 

f)fj. The Honorable Mr. Warden bas^ In his l8tU paragraph inforoicii 
Govemmeiitj with reference to the a^iCertEiined abandoncfl state of Thioruu- 
diiuree's villages at the iiitroduetloQ of tile Bi itisli Government, that— 

“ It was not even (us Captain Cowper alleges) *a fact pointed out f»y hSir 
John Malcolm himself to Mr. Chaplin/ but hearsay/' 

But the foregoing is not a correct quotation of anything whicii 1 have 
wTittcn ; ttie word “ has been inserted, and, by its insertion, tl]i; fiirce 

of the sentence on the ]>artitular point to which excejitlon has been taken is 
very materially altered. 

97. Govern me At may |K3sslbiy consider superfluous my explanaiitm of the 
]>recise meaning 1 attached, and considered might be attached, to the expres- 
si on which I did make use of, —'‘^poxMed mi to Sir John Malcolm" ; but tlie 
j>eculiar circumstances under wdiich 1 am writing render me desirous of care¬ 
fully avoiding even the appearance of inability to meet fairly arid fully ciicli 
and every point wliicli has been brought forward, and this will I, I liust, be 
deemed to justify the length of this report* 

98» A reference to paragraphs 26 and 29 of this report, in which the 
original letters are quoted at length, will show that Sir John Malcolm icws 
the person who pointed out the fact to Mr* Cliapliivinasmuch aa hr was the 
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person who addres^^ thf^ Deccan Commissioner* Sir John Mulcolm tuul 
obtain^ed the mf(>mia.tioii from his own Assistantj Colonel Smithy btitt fte, and 
not his Awsistant, furnished it to Mr- Chaplin, Mr. Elphinstonfij ad Cotii- 
luissioner in the Deecan^ furnished to vailous authorities information obtained 
just in the same manner^ and it has bcen^ 1 think:^ usual to deseribe it Justus 1 
did in the present case tlie infoiTnution furnished by Sir John Malcolm, 
Indeed, as fer as F am aware, the same rule has prevailed thiouj^hont the 
departments of Government^ and wlicre any other course has been adopted it 
has formed the exception. 

99. If I rightly miderstarkd the IHth pava^rapli of the ILoncarahlc Mr. 
Warden^a letter, exception is therein taken to fcJie eoinmiinication of (joloiiel 
Smith {quoted in pamgruph 2S of this letter) dated the 24tU March 1820^ 
which brought to special notice the fact of ^thc Mimar villages having been 
abandoned by Poorundhuree long prior to the breaking oi t of the w ar with the 
Pcshwa, because it was ‘^what Sir John Malcolm himself calls a private lettei'."' 
It was undoubtedly thus alluded to hy Sir John, but it is erpially certain 
that Colonel Smith wrote that letter on the public, and on no other service ; 
that on the public service Sir Johu Malcolm fbrwaided it to Mr. Chaplin (see 
paragmph 29 of this letter); that Mr. Chaplin recorded it among public 
correspondence; that the reply to it which he sent to Sir John Malcolm was also 
thus recorded (sec pHragi‘a[jli 30 of this letter) ; that ull those documents have 
so remained and been considered up to the present day; and litstly, tlmt the 
information it contained was that on wliicli t!ie Siifireme Goveiument, after 
folly considering the circumstances elicited by a' further inquiiy which 
instituted in 1822, decided that it was ‘Wevy doubtful whether Vittulrao MuU 
liar was entitled to resume possession of the villages on footiuj after 
many years' total abandonment of them." (Sec paragntph 34 of this letter.) 

lUO, My next endeavour must be to explain my reasons for believing the 
information received on the 20tli April 1853 from the Political Agent in 
Nimar not to affect in die slightest degree the merits of the case as I'epurLeil 
by me on the 28tliof the pi^evious February. (See pai'agra|jh 9n of this lefler^ 
section G), Tlie Honorable Mr, Warden tlius describes this information in 
liis 12th and 13tlr paragraphs:— 

** The Assistant in cliarge of Nimar reported (August 8th, 1822) the 
iniormation obtained by an examination of Wutuiidai- Patels and Putwa- 
recB who were fifty and fifty-five years of age, to the effect that thirty-aix 
years had elapsed eittee the gift was made on Surinjamee tenure, which 
reserved the just right of the British Government to the two villages upon 
the lapse of the proprietor’s life. 

“ 13. The village officers assured the Assistant that /nm thiib' rftfhtsi 
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recoUectiofi thfi tu^o villagrn h/i4 Ifien in tlte possflmoti of tha PtfonindhuTef 
to tvhose herd coUf^ctors they ftad dtdyjaild tlie revenues** * 

^0L The first nqyiry regarding these villageEiwas made by CobneJ Smith 
at some peilod before the 24th March 1820, oti which date he inrormed Sir 
John Malcolm in regard to them that one, Chiigaum, had been “ eternally be¬ 
set by the Pitidarees, Eamosees, and other predatory ChieRains until we (i. 
the British Government) took chaise of it, at their particular re^jui^ition, long 
prior to which it had been abandoned by his (Poorundhuree^s) manager’*; 
that the t>ther village, Nugaum, “had been uninhabited by any human creature 
for a period of fifteen or twenty year% its lands had run into thick jungle, and 
was, in fact, in a state appai'cic^Iy reclaimless’*; and that “the five villages in 
Ntmar, upon which claims are made for Mokassa, are In a state of de.9ola- 
tion, and four of them behmg to IloJkar.’' 

102, Two years and ahalf after Colonel Smith had ascertained and report¬ 
ed thewe fact'll oirc urns tun ccs having rendered if desirable, in the opinion of the 
Supreme Government, that “ the claims by which the Poonindbur Chief held 
the villages of Nugaum and Chugaum" shauld be investigated, a second 
inquiry was made by Lieutenant Douglas, the Assistant then in charge of 
Niniar, and on the 8th August 1822 he reported, as the I'csult of an examina¬ 
tion of WiUuuflar Patels and Putwaiees who were fifty and fifty-five years 
of ag<‘, that thirty-six years had elapsed since the villages were granted in Su- 
riiijam, and that they had from the earliest recollection of the village officers 
been in the [lossession oP the Poorunflburee family, to whose local colleirtors 
they had duly paid the reveimeSp 

103, With a full knowledge of all these faebi before tliem (see parugrapli 
33 of this letter), the Supreme Government of India decided that it wan “ very 
doubtful whether Vjttulrao Miilhar wai t^utltled to resume possession of the 
villages on any footing after many years’ total abandonment of them,” and they 
were, accordingly, continued during the lifetime of Vittuli'ao, Imt under a 
Sun«<l from the Supreme Government specially providing for their resumption 
at his death. 

104, Such were the circumstancce under which the Supreme Government 
decided that the villages had been abandoned, and these are the circumstances 
which have impressed me with the conviction that Lieutenant DoufS'laa’a state¬ 
ment, made in 1822, does not affect in the slighteKt degree the merits of the 
case as reported by me on the 28th February last. My reasons foi* having 
arrived at this conclusion may be explained as,— 

—That Colonel Smith, in 1820, must have acquired his information, 

just as Lieutenant Douglas did two and a half years afterwards, fixun the 

village authorities, and, probably, from tlie very fame persons who afterwards 
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were examined Uy Lieutenant Douglas, as Colnnel Smith, in his letter c^f 
the 24th March 1820 (quoted in pavu^^rajili 28 of this letter), statetl,— 

** 1 have had ruBny of the Chuf^uum people yrith me, and have 
Sinquired into the meiits of the Poonmdhuree claims upon that village 
and Nugaum,” 

Again,— 

“ And as they the local authorities and old inhabitants/-^these are 
Colonel Smithes own words] acknowledge having alw'ays been tieated 
with due consideration by the managers on tlie part uf that family, I oaii 
sec no motive that these perqjle have for thwarting the clainr^ in question, 
were they 

2nfL —That frarn the expression " again,” used by Colonel Smith, Uc 
would a[}pear to have ascertained on some former occasion prior to a. o- 
lH2n, and, probably, on the first occupation of the country, that the villagtrs 
had been for many veal's abandoned, and were tlien in a state of desolatit^ptu 
3rd.“That the information thus obtained by Colonel Smith at an early 
jjcriod, and when the villagers and others could have had no motive for mis¬ 
representation, must be viewed as evidence of greater value than that fur¬ 
nished to Lieutenant Douglas two and a half years afterwards, wh(;n the 
object of the inquiry, and the correspondence wliicli had taken place be¬ 
tween the authorities, must have become matter ol’ [>ublieity. 

Mh ,—'fhat the fact which tlie ILmorahle Mr. Warden liari apparently 
dwelt upon, of the informants of Lieutenant Douglas having attained the 
Hge of titty, coutd not enhanoc the value of'tlieir evidence on a matter of 
recent ocenriv^nce,—i. e* whether or not the villages had been abandoned 
prior to the iiitroduetion of the Hiltish Government,—anti whieli matl'er was 
the onhj ]>oiut at issue; the date of original grant no one had questioned, 
(>th .—That the Siq^remo (Jovorntnent of Indiu appear tn liave taken this 
view of the case, and to have rejected the second statement made before 
Toeutenant Douglas, 

iUh .—That tlie decision passed by tlie Su[)reme Government in 1822, and 
confirmed on reconsideration in 1841, cannot be questioned on the ifaure, 
and on no other /rtcfo’ by any subordinate authority, much less by Captain 
Cowper. 

105. Thft Honorable Mr, Warden, in his lOtli paragraph, adverting to 
these Nimar villages, slates,— 

“In other words, Poqrundhuree enjoyed, till the British accession, all 
that the ‘eternar ravages of the Pindarees left am/ one to enjoy of the 


" [telicimnty CupUui Coper. 
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Surinj^m granted to him by the Peshvva under two Siinuds, heroic even 
Holkar ever went to Hindoontan/* * 

But ItiiH surely mu^t be a mistake j for although the devastation committed 
by the Pindarecs is matter of hif^toi-Vj I am still under the belief that at the 
Peshwa"& downfall we found many |iersoufi in Nimar in the enjoyment of more 
than Poonindhuree, and that we did not Jind every village in tlio state in 
which Colonel Smith desi^cHbed those of Poorumlhurce to have been found,— 
abandoned Jong prloi- to our oreiipation ol them, uninhabited by any human 
creature for a ]>eriod of fifteen or twenty years, run mto thick jungle, and in a 
state apparently rcclaitiiJess. 

l Ofh In his y 1st and *J3nd ^laragruphs (below quoted) the Honorable Mr* 
Warden again defines the question ^diicli was hcfiuo Hie (joveiijor General 
in 1322 and 1841, and that which was before liiiiiseif in 1844, when naming 
the new Surinjum lists :— 

**2K The fjneslioII before tlic fjJovcnior Goiicrsil in Council was—Ms 

this ail Tnam or a Zfi-t Suriuiam ^ ^ The questio]! liefiirc me Was 

this, which has been ackmiwIeJged a Zat Siiriu,iaiii or offieial tenure, for 

life, as hitherto held, uttended, in its origin and conliimance, by such cir- 

cuinstances as, according to the ronecssioiis niiidc fii the f^uritijaimhirs hy 

the home authorities subscfjueritly to the gcneml settlement of tlio eountrVi 

by which all restored m mihj, ami pubsctiucntly to Xhv 

oi-dcrs of the Government of India on this particular olaim, to entitle ilr 

SiirinJfimdarV family to more tliaii the Su|]ix;riie Governnlent gave him' ' 

Losing sight altogether uf the impoitniil ciir-umstaiiec tlir?. the 

question, and tlie only qiici^tion, before the So pro me f h>ve rumen L, was 

whether the gmiit was^ free hert'ditary gift or uii official life-grant, great 

stress is laid throughout the wliotc of'dii' lucent discussion on the fact that 

the Suprcine Govci uniciU pionoum I'd it U» he the latter, overlooking tiiat 

it was so pronounced hi contnuHfitinclion only' to its aekiiouledgmciit as an 

hereditary free gift by Sir John Mah'olm ; unJ, above all, overlooking that, 

ill so linuting the alicnatiuii, the Goveiiuu’ fieuoral in Comieil only placed 

this Zht Suririjaui on the precise lootiag of every other Surinjatn in the 

Pesliwu s late dominians,—on the precise footing of every man whose nanui 

is borne on the Surinjam list; and that to have conceded to Poorim- 

dhuree anything except a lifb-gi'ant ivould have been to do more for Jiim 

than had at that time (a. m 1822) been done even for the Surinjamdars 

whom the Honorable Court of Directors have since declared to be entitled, 

by the respect yielded to prescription, to inlientanee in the*fullest sense of 

(he wordb for altliough Mr. Elphinstone left notes for future guidance in 

the wordn ' heiedlliirv/ * lor life/ itc., he told the (lovcnior General 

: 1 n 
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the hml m my caiAC Heeii conimiiiiicatei)^ and the (joveitun^ 

^ ’■ 

'Octiernl ordert^d that every ikir opportunity should be taken to reduce thr* 
Siirtnjajuit whicli in each ease of lapse were to be resumed^ and, if continued, 
to be so ae an act of grace/' 

This definttion does not seem to be borne out by the record (see paragraph 
34 of this letter), which clearly showa that when the Supreme Government decid¬ 
ed on the nature of Poorundliuree^^ tenure they discussed the ]m[K>rtaiit 
question of actual possession wlien the war broke out, and found that, having 
abandoned the villages, it was very doubtful whether he was entitled to resume 
possession of them on tmy ienvre^ This was the hict to which the Supreme 
Government adverted when annctjoulng the continuance of tlie villages, not as 
the other Surinjams had been continued, but under a Sunud specially provid¬ 
ing /or their resumption at Vittuhao Midhar's death* 

307* r am unable to admit tlmt 1 lost sight, as t!ie Honorable Mr. War¬ 
den supposes me to have done, of the impoilant hu:t that the question be¬ 
fore the Supreme Government was whether the grout was a free hereditary 
gift or an official Jifc-grant, because, for the reasons explained in tlie last pa¬ 
ragraph, 1 did not conceive that this uros the only question at issue; and 1 must 
also point out that in having laid great stress throughout the whole of the recent 
diiicussion on tlie fact lliat the Supreme Government pronounced it to be the 
latter ,—L e. a life-grant,—1 by no means overlooked that it was so pronounced 
in coTitrctdistinction onl^ to it<^ acknowledgment as an hereditary free gift by 
Sir John Malcolm, for I am not even now aware that such was llie caso. Ah 
I understand the decision of the Supreme Government, the life-grant was a 
concession made not only in contradistinction to, but aUa in comuierntion of 
Sir John MalcoWs acknowledgment, or in fiilfilineut (to use the very words 
gf the Supreme Go vemmci it,—see paragraph 34 of diis letter) of" any obliga¬ 
tion which the procccdiiiga of the late Agent (Sir John Malcolm) may have 
imposed." 

108* 'Hie Honorable Mr. iVarden in the same (the 22nd) paragraph ex¬ 
presses air opinion that I overlooked ** that in ao limiting the alienation the 
Governor General in Council only placed this Zdt Surinjam on the precise 
footing of every man whose name is borne on the Suiinjani list." But 1 do 
not perceive that the Surinjiim mm ever placed on this footing; on the con¬ 
trary, there is, 1 think, clear proof that it was tiot ; for it was distinctly declared 
by the Supreme Government to be reatored, partly, in consideradan of an erro¬ 
neous declaration previously made by Sir John Malcolm that it was an Inam 
bolding ; and it was restored by a Suuud under the soul of the highest autho¬ 
rity in India, providing for its resumption at the death of Vittulrao 

Mulhar; whereas, the other Surtnjams were restored under different circum¬ 
stances, and placed on quite a different footing, in as much, as iu tlieir case 
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possession at the breaking out of Ibe war was eotisidered to have been proven, 
and the Government had pledged themselves their restoi-ation fcii?tUe' 
lives of the then i^cumbenta, hut with the important aJjiiitonaf deelaiittoii* 
not that they would he resumed at their death, but that the question of further 
CODtinuance would then be taken into consideration and determined. 

109. I entirely concur with tlie Honorable JMr, Warden in believing “that 
to have conceded to Poorundhurec anythitig except a life-grant would have 
been to do more for him than had at that time (A, n. 1822) been done evcnfoi 
the SurinjamdaT'S whom the Honorable Court of Directors liave declared to 
be entitled, by the respect yielded to piescriptioiij to ^ iiiheiitance in the fullest 
sense oT the word.’ ” 

4 

But 1 question, for the reasons assigned in the last pai'agraph, the infer¬ 
ence winch I understand to bo left to be drawn that Poijrundhunee held tbe 
Nimar villages ou the exact footing upon which the Sni injarus generally had 
been restored. 

lit). For the same reasons, 1 cannot perceive, as the Honorable Mr. 
Warden does (see pai'agraph 23 of the Honorable Mr. Warden^a letter), that— 

^^The moment tlie Supreme Government rejected Jhforundliuroe’B claim 
tcj be an Inamdar, and deelareirl him a Zfit Suritijamdar, lie was placed on 
precisely the same footing as all otlier Zh£ Surlnjamdai's, and entitled io 
sliarc in all the privileges hei-cafter conceded to that clusg of landholders,’’ I 

Neither can I agiv^c in thinking that— 

.*S. .* I +n. , 

As Mr. Plphinstoiie originally intended tlmt his Surmjam, includiirg t^e 
Nimar vilhigcs, s1u;>e1d ih; liereditary, unlcsti it can ho sliown that 'I will 
not stand the test under which it has found its way into its proricnt }diirc ou 
the list^^j Pooruiidhurce is as much entitled to the Jtidiilgciices uf a. o. 
18^12 as the twenty other Sucinjamdars whose SiirinjaniH iind been nut 
merely pronounced to be life-grants, but actually resiitmcd by'thc Goveni- 
mciit be [urn 1 (the Jloiioiable Mr. Warden) entered ou tlic iiujuiry, but 
wliieli are now in the quiet possession of the heirs/' 

For it iieeins to me dear that the test under which Poo land huice’s Niiiiai 
am has found its way into its prei?ent place ui the listaiius hccii insurticicnl, 
inul 1ms not been applied to all the facts of the case. Tlic twenty other So 
iiiijams'' were, as I have already explained (see paragraphs b(> and H7 of thi^^ 

letter), dilleicntly cireumstanced,—they were holdings supposed to have been 

* 

fiilUr inroTiuationon this pointj wfereDce slioulii hw msde te panigrapJss Ifi, 17, iW, JSf. 
wid 4:3 of this letter, 

t It ifi to he remarked! tlifit all Suriny&mdars are notlindholders'’ j a veiry lar(»e number of 
them enjoy nothing nioire than a proportioiu] cMh pBiyinCiit fraai the reveau«» of be- 

longing to Uovuraiofiit, ut to othci pATtlca. 
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held at tlie breaking oat of the war, and their restoration, thereforcj as graiite 
made prior to A. d. I75lj infiinged no recogniaetl mle, and was oppoaed to no 
previous decitjion grounded on such ru!e^ as in Poorundhuree^a case* 

11L But here precisely the same thing bus occurred as in the case of the 
PaJanqiiin Surinjam allowance on which I reported on the 2nd May last (No* 
163)j—-whether these Nimar villages can be restored without such infringement 
of recognised llules (h e. the rule laid down by Mr. Phphinstone, confirmed by 
the Governor General, and up to this day never rescinded, that No right 
to possession is ever infen^lcd to be recogniHCtl that was not in force at the 
breaking out of the w^ar^’), and without completely disregarding all the deci¬ 
sions previously passed thereon* is a question wliidi has not yet been submit¬ 
ted for consideration; it was not only omitted lo be brouglst forward in the 
Hiirinjam lists of 1^44 and 1847^ but in iti* place a wdiolly difieient and irtcoi'- 
reel statement was made, that the villages had been retained by an oversight/’ 

112, The next eight puiagraijlis (24 to 31) of thti Ifonoiuble Mr. Warden^s 
letter advert to the gronmis on which Mr, Hart and Captain Cowper 
have altcmpted to show that the Nimar Surinjam was difieroiitJy circum¬ 
stanced from that in the Baceaif *; and with relhreiice to this jjoition of the 
subject* the honorable gentleman considers fparagrajdi 2G) it very remark* 
able that botli these ollieeni of the Inam (^omniisijitui have afjsfnhicfl^ from 
Inviting the attontitm of the Government to tlie hesyt evidence as lo possos- 
sion*—viz* the evitEence obtained on the spot by the Assistant five years affei- 
the war/’^ 

113* Those grave chargr^, anif^ as such, should not be lightly huzaixl- 
oti by any one, still less by an olbctr who, at the iinie bf penning them, was 
a mctidjcr of the (iovonament. (Charges like these inipugti seritm^ly the ofbchd 
character of any (ioviTiiment servant, ami iiku'c especially of those in the 
|K;rforniance of duties snob ai‘e entrnsU^d to the ofiiens of tlic Iiiam Commis¬ 
sion, whose official position and pi^ospetds sucli charges ’vvoiild, if coireet, 
affect most injurioiisly, 

314, To retiimto the laels of the case. Tlicy miiy be very briefly adverted 
to in this place, ils 1 have already explained at kuigtii (see paragraphs lOU to 
304 of this letter) my reasons for considering the evidence obtained in 1822 
by 1 -.ieuhmant Douglas to be worthless in com pail son witli that furniahed to 
Colonel Smithj fram the stme $oitrccs^ scccrtd gears jn e^chuslg; I have also 
pointed^ out that the Siiprenre Govern men t appear to have grounded their de* 
ciaion on the same opinion ; and, lastly, I have shown that neither Mr* Hart 
nor myself have ahstained from inviting the attention of Government to 
that with wliich we were not acquainted. 


by CjL|»Uiii] Cult pci. 
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115. The concluding portion of the Honorable Mi‘. Warden^s 26 th pam- 
graph runs thus:— 

CtiapIiTi, with the Peshwa's Bimmls in his hand and Poona Diiftwr 
before him, declaring at the same time that the villager remained in Pooron- 
dhuree’s name in the Duftuv accounts, and were considered to be in his 
possession uji to the war/' 

It has never, as far as I am aware, been questioned that the villages re¬ 
mained in the Duftur accounts in Pcjorundhuree's name^ bnl 1 have ^iled to 
discover any tiling on rccorr! to sJiow that Mr. Chaplin considered him to 
liavc b«en in actual jwDssession of them up to the war ; on tJie contrary, in all 
the cori'espondence of Mr. CAajdin (ace paragraph 30 of this letter) which I 
have seen, and hi which the question is discussed, the fact of the abandonment 
sccniH to be Lulniittcd. 

1IG, In his27tli paragraph the Honorable Mr. Warden asks,— 

• And if not in Poomndhurec^s possession, in whose possession were 
they -—for the Guvcmnient will observe, from the annexed extract of 
fi letter from Captain Cowper to the new Inam Commissioner, Mr* Man^m, 
wl dell he ha* jnst sent me, that the villages wei'o not tn tlie possessioik of 
the only otliei- [larty i^rititled to possess them,—viij* the Peahwa, to whom 
they belonged/^ 

The reply seems obvious; they were mt in Poomndhuree's poseeasioi^, 
Giey had been long before abandoned b}bhim, and they were fonnd thus aban¬ 
doned when Pritish role v^as ijitrOEliiocd into the province; Ihercfcre h was 
that the Saprerne Gwcrimient declai'cd his claim to resume posso^Ion of 
them, on any footing, to be very doubtful, and (to use Elplunstone^s own 
words) declined to retugiiisie a right to jiossession'' foimcl not to have been 
in force at tfio breakiirg out of the war/' 

U7, I have fpiotod in the Gth paragmph of this letter Mr. Elphinstone's 
histi'uclions regarding laama: these ordi!rs vvere uapplicable to Surin- 
jauis, and tlicy declared—“ /fci right to possession is ever intended to bo 
recognised that was not in farce at the breaking out of the war/^ Now this 
Older seems to me exactly to meet the case under discussion. Poorundhu- 
ree"s right to possession may Imvc oxi.sted on paper, but it was not in force 
at the breaking out of the war, 

118. When, feubsequetitly, Mr. Elphinstone laid dowm a specific^rule for 
Surinjams, he apjjeurs to have laid just the same stress on a£tital enjoy¬ 
ment in dec laring (sec ]>aragrapb 7 of this letter) that '*No Jagheer tiol 
actually enjoyed up to the war was to be restored, unless specially directed 
tio to be.” 

119. As the whole of Mr, Elphinstonc":^ ai'rangemcuts and orders were 
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reported tOj and approved of by the Supreme Government ($ee pai^raph [> 
of thifi letter). It may ftirly, 1 think, be presumed that they were not lost si ght 
of when it was decided^ in a.i>, 1322, that abandonment of the viLla|;es for 
many years had rendered Poorundhuree's ri^ht to resume possession of them 
very doubtfuL 

120. That Mr, Klphinstone required, and looked to actual possession {L c. 
enjoyment), hia writings, I think, clearly aliow; and I doubt not that many in¬ 
stances can be found in which he carried this out in practice,—one, and a veiy 
striking one, was described in paragraphs 8 to 13 of a report (No- 493 ^>f 
the 19th October 1853) vfhich I lately submitted u|x>n the Surinjam of tlie 
Wamorekur family. These paragraphs are below extracted r— 

** 8. I have thought it necessary thus specially to allude to the village of 
Jovi^kerrch, which Mr. Elphinatone did not restore, because the Ciuie is 
one proving, it appears to me, beyond doubt, that neither the Pesiiwas title, 
nor the Pesliwa’^s acts, nor anything else, were lield to confer a right to ilie 
restoration of that which was not ‘ actually enjoyed up to the war.' 

** 9, It requires no great search to discover a motive for this arrange- 
nienf, which was not more simple than equitable. The late nileos unci 
magnates of the conquered country, whatever they might expect from the 
generosity of the victors, could not suppose that the Ei itish Government 
would place them in jiossession of tliat winch they did not hold when the 
war broke out; while, on the other hand, Mr. El ph instone must have known 
the pre'Cxisting state of niraii's too well not to be. awun^ that to attenij>t an 
iiiqiiity into the acts of the Peshwas* Government, or into the acts of otlioi's 
which that Government bderated, would have been u eitiiple impossibility ; 
and tL is not, tlicrcfore, dilBciilt to understand why he should have basiied 
his arranguinonis on a broad rule which w^as just in piincijde, inteJllgiblu 
to thf' peojile, and easily carried out \i\ practice. 

“10. Art jierhaps the most striking instance of thi a on record, 1 would 
point out the old and noble tkiuthes whom Eajee Kao had arbitrarily ntined, 
and tor whom Mr. Kljdiinstonc considered it not more humane than politic 
to make pixjvision ; but ho never thought of doing so by attempting to dis- 
cuse the Validity of Bajee Uno*s acts, or by restoring thai of which Jlajee 
Kan bad deprived them,—they were provided for by the gmnt of pensions 
for their lives. (SSce [^aiagrapb of Mr. Elphinstonc'rt despatch of the 
iKlIi June 1818, ojid paragraph 22 of the reply from the Chief Secretary to 
the Government of India dated the 26tli September following.) 

“ It. To return to the history of J<^wkejTeh. The whole village, ex¬ 
clusive of the Mokassa Umul, was granted by the Peshwa to Nagoram in 
Surinjam, hy a Sun ml llie rcgistiy of which is fortbconiing in the Stale 
diajy of the 2nd Kumzan, Esimay Sumaneen (v. n. 1781-32), and was 
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arcovding to the statemeJit of tijc district hereditary oftieera [furnished lo 
Mr. Elpliinatone, and found aniong the records of the Deccan Commiaaion], 
forcibly wrtsited fivm him eighteen years aiteiivard^ (in a. j>. 1799-1800) 
by Sindia, who kv]ii it, apparently, tip to the war tn a, d. 1817, tfiougli noi: 
only without the Pci^hwa's sanction^ but in dehance of his authority, m ift 
pihown by a Suriiijam memorandum of a. d, 1807-08, di^awn up at Poona, 
Find in which Jowkerreh is entered as forming a portion of the burinjam of 
Dulwunb ao Nagnath, the son of Nagoram* 

“12, Mr* Elphinstone, having a^ccrtamed these facte, did not restore 
JoTfVkeincli to Ihilwuntrao Nagnath,but left it, as he found it, in the ^joasesAiiui 
of Sinclia, with whom it has remained up to ibis day.*" 

12L III Ills 28th |iaragraph tJie Honorable Mr, Waitlen states 

“28* As to the interru^itinn oT possession, if the Pcsliwa himself %vas 
so lilLle able to maintain hi^^ own supremacy over Siiidfa as that he witli- 
belJ, till the Pcsbwa bad cca&cMl to reign, villages ceded through the 
instrumentality of the Duke of Wellington, by the Treaty of Surjej Aiijnii- 
gaum, so long before as 1803, does it weaken Pooiundhureel's elaJiu to 
con;;!delation that he was the victim of this powerful Cbicflaln, and <if the 
Minister whose hands were stained by the blood of an ambussudor to liis 
mastel'''s court ? Put even this usurpation wassliort, and did not, so iiir as 
i can discover, last til] the war, as asserted by Mr, 11311 nnd Capbiin 
Cow'pei, but ceased, as testified on the spot by Colonel Smith, six year; 
before the British conquest*” 

Whether Sindia or^Trimtukjee Denglia, as the Peshwa*s agents, ev r did 
or dill not obtain possession of these Nimar villager, it bus never, so /iir as 
I am aware, been thought necessary to discuss ; and if so, it is certain timt 
the point cannot have formed an element of any decision hitherto passtjd: 
i;till, however, 1 am obliged Co offer at some length an explanation on Hoveral 
]>o]nts to which the Honorable Mr. Warden has adverted, and some of which 
lnf has described most incorrectly* I would aubrnlit for consideration,^ 

Ifif.—That tlie alleged usurjjation by Siudia and Trimbukjec Denglia 
has not only never been “ asserted by Mr. Hart and Captain Cowper to 
have lasted “ till the war/' but has never yet been aUttded to by them at all: 
it is referred to in the correspondence relating to the inquiry made hy 
Tdeutenant Douglas in 1822, with which it has been, explained that neither 
Mr* Hart nor Captain Cowper were, when their reports were suBmitted, 
acquainted, but which very correspondence they are charged by the Honor¬ 
able Mr* Warden with having “ absta'uied” from bringing to the notice of 
Government. 

That so far from any such usurpation having been, in rEspecl to 
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its cessation I '^testified on the spot by Colonel Smitli/’ it appears jicvev to 
have been alluded to by Colonel Smith at alL 

Srrf*—That supposing Poorundhurce to have been, although neithet Mr, 
Hart nor Captain Cowper have Eist^unied or asserted that he was, the victim 
of tbiB powerful Chieftain” (Sindia), his (Poomndhuree's) right to possession, 
bad it not been *'in force at the breaking out of the war/’ would have been 
disallowed in tkvouv of Sindia, just as done in tlm case of Jowkerrcli, 
which has been explained in the 120th parai^raph of this letter. 

4th .—That following this last supposition, and admitting Trimbukjee 
DengUa to have obtained possession of these Nimar villagGs six years 
before the British conquest” {£. e. about 1811), liis hands were not tlieii 
“ etained by the blood of an ambassador to his master^ s court,” as (iunga- 
dhnr Shastree^s murder took place on the 14th July lftl5. 

That the cfiaructer of tlie agents of tJie Peshwa, by whom rosuinp- 
tions were ordered or carried into effect, does not appear to have been consi¬ 
dered by Mr. Elphinstone as affecting the validity of resumj^tionn, a very 
large proportion of which, during the reigu of the last Peshwa, were niajde, 
not under his (Bajee Rao’s) own 8utiud, but under the orders of liis agents, of 
whom Trimbukjee Denglia was one of the most trusted, aUhough one of the 
most Uuscrupulous. In regard to even InamSf Mr* Elphinstone’fi instructions 
were—“ inams resumed by Bajee Rao, or former Peshwas, are not meant 

to be restored.” (Circular to Collectors dated 27tli June 1818,) 

* 

122. I am obliged to differ in ii/to from the opiniou wdiich in the 2lHh 
paragraph of his letter tlie Honorable Mr. Warden has thus expressed 

“It is tme tliat the Governor General in Council of that day s|ieak^^ 
of the total abandonment of the villages for many years, but, judging from 
tlie evidence that was before liim, 1 conclude this abandonmcut rcferi^id to 
the deserted village □■f Nugaiiiu only, for the MoeuI collector^ duly received 
the reveuiiCfi of Chugaum, this * local collector^ having been (as i am in¬ 
formed by the last of the hereditary Duflur Karkooiis (whose fatliei^ and 
grandfather were in the Duflur, and who was himself employed on the Su- 
rinjam settlement under Mr. Elphinstone,—Raojee Pend say, who is now' em¬ 
ployed under the In am Commissioner) a Gosain to vrhom Pooiundhureo 
was largely indebted, and to whom, therefore, he assigned the I'Ovenues of 
these t\vo villages.” 

The bvidemic before the Governor General,—that is to say, the evidence 
obtained by Colonel Smith,—and it was on this evidence that the decision 
was passed,—this evidence distinctly referred, not to one village, hut to alt. 
It showed that at the intToduction of the British Government Chugaum had 
long previouMy “ been abaudoued by his (Poorundhuii-e's) manager that 
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had been uoIdhubit^El by any humati creature for a period of fifteen 
or twenty years"; and that the five vifiagea in Nituor upon which claims 
were made for Mokuea were " in a state of desolation." paragraph 28 of 
this letter.) 

128. The information fumisbed to the Honorable Mr. Warden by “ Baqjee 
Pendsay" does not seem to me to prove or disprove anything^ for the hereditary 
Karkoon^s services in the Peshwa's Duftur at Poona cannot have qualified 
him in any degree to speak of what he personally knows nothing whatever 
about, nor can these services impart any value to his eridence regarding oc* 
currences which took place half a century ago* at a distance of many hundred 
miles from Poona where he then was, and at a place which during his life¬ 
time he has never visited. Whatever Raojee Pendsay has stated has been 
stetcd on what aayt he heardf some forty years ago, from one of the Kar- 


koons of the Poorundhuree family, not now alive; any personal knowledge 
Raojee Pend say does not profess to have. 

124. Referring to Raojee Pendsay^s information,the Honorable Mr. Warden 
in bis 30th parlgraph states,—Poorundhuree has informed me that Raojee 
Pendsay^s statement is true” ; but Foorundhuree^s iaformation is even of less 
value in. this matter than that of Raojee Pendeay, for Chimtiajee Vittul, the 
present representative of the family, imt not born when die Deccan was con- 
({ucred, and 1 have been informed that not one of the Karkoons who served 
his father prior to a. n. 1817 is now alive, 

125. The Aasistant jn charge of Nimar has, In a note dated the iTl.h 
August last (quoted in paragraph 30 of the Honorable Mr. Warden's letter), 
informed the Resident at Indore that" Colonel Smith settled Kagowa" (or 
Nugaum, as the village has been spelt in this letter) through a Gosavee named 

Futtehgeer Mhunt,’' and this Futtebgeer" was, the Honorable Mr, 
IVarden states in his 30th par^raph, thevery person to whom Poorundfiuree 
says be assigned his villages in liquidation of his debts." Now this assigna¬ 
tion refers to a period before the introdnetion of the British Government, and, 
assuming it to liave been made, the fact furnishesj in my opinion, strong pre¬ 
sumptive evidence that the village have been found, just us Colonel Smith 
reported, in a wholly abandoned state; for can it be reasonably supposed that 
thU Gosavee, through whom Colonel Smith settled the village, would have 
represented, or would have quietly allowed to be represented to, or by Colonel 
Smith, that the village was an abandoned and uninhabited one, when the 
reverse was the case ? I certainly think not, nnleas it can be maintained that 
this Gosavee, or any other man, would have been likely voluntarily tp moke 
over to the British Government, and thus to deprive bimBslf of the revenues of 
a village assigned to him in liquidation of a debt, which he would receive so 

long, and so long only, as the village remained with his debtor (Poorundhuree)* 
]2o 
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' !‘i6. T(i render intelligthJe my objections to ibe 3iKt piLTJi^'Tdpii ot thr 
Monorftble Mr. Warden's l^tep, 1 must briefly recapitulate the eircumfitunceh 
Eitidci- whieb I am . submitting this explanation (explained at length in para' 
graphs !J2 to 73 of tbia letter). These INmiar villages were, at the first, 
ssfcttlemaut of the country by Colonel Smith, found to have been abandoned ljy 
Poonindhuree long before the war with the Peahwaj they were after tbi^ 
restored by Sir John Malcolm as but this was done by a palpable 

luistalce; they were, by order of the Supreme Government, subjected to a 
second inquiry some two and a half year^ afterwards (in 1823), when lieute¬ 
nant l>ouglas reported having been informed by old village ofried's that from 
their earliest recollection Poorundhuree had, through his local collectors, 
leceivcd the revenues of the villages ; they were, after this second inquiry, eon- 
fflidcred by the Suprejne Government to have beenj as Colonel Smith bud 
re[)Oi'tcd, abandoned long before the war broke out; tbey were, therefore, 
eontiniied to l^oorundlinree for life, but under a Sunud specially providing foi' 
their resumption at his death; and at his death in 1R40 flie^ were resumed 
accordingly. The Agent for Sirdars, Mr. Mills, questioned the propriety of 
this resumption, and the case was, in consequence, reconsidered by the Sii[>rein<t 
(xovemment, who' reiterated their previous decisinn, and Mr. Mills was so 
mfonned ; they were subsequently entered by the Agont, Mi'. Warden, in 
Surinjam lists piepared by him in 1844, and the resumption was described a.s 
having been made “ by an oversight/" The fwime thing took jilace when M i\ 
Warden’s lists were revised in 1847 by lus successor, Mr* Brown. Oit Ihitf 
iaforraation the Honoi'able the Court of Directors sanctioned their restomtion, 
W'hirh took place, with the payment of arrears to the amount of nearly 
lis. 14j000- In 1853, Jiaving discovered this error, E reported it, wiiliont 
making the ijJigbtcst aliusi<ni to Poonmdliuree jicrsoiiQily, or to anything buf 
ihc bare facts of the case. On this repoit the Supreme Government, at the: 
rccommeiidalion of the Government of Bombay, directed the immediate 
I'CHUmption of the villages; and, lastly, the late Agent for Sirdars, Mr. Warden, 
was called upon to explain the erroneous entry in the list!^ which lie had 
framed. 

127* To this call for explanation the Honorable Mr. Warden, having mean- 
while become a member of the Bombay Government, has written, as ^Mate 
Agent for Sirdars/' the reply, in regal'd to the fir&t 30 paragraphs of which I 
have already recorded my explanation; the 31st paragraph is given below 
entire 

3!. Tlmt he abandoned Nugaum, in the sense in which ft man aban¬ 
dons his own bouse when set on fire by an armed banditti, is quite true t 
the land was wasted, the dwellings were desoiated, and the village * without 
n as fhe Natives express it ; but not because Poonindhurcc 
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iibandoiied but because hordes of Pindarees ’ cui'ried fire and 

swoi'fl over the plain* oflfidia^ audit would be a nijserabje feubterfu^re, 
unworthy of the British Government of a. d. 1817, still more of that of Aj d* 
1863^ reigning over empire, stretehiug, under the genius find energy of 
the present GoFemor Generalj from the confines of China to those ^ of 
Aifghnnifitan} to tell one whom Mr* Elpliinstoue described as * poor and in 
tlebt, and who left the Peshwa early’^' You could not hold your own ugahist 
those freebooters^ the extermination of whom was only effected ilirough the 
iiistrumentality of a confederacy of all the Muratlia powers, and of the 
united armies of tlie British in Tndia Commanded by the Governor Gene¬ 
ral in person ; and yon should, therefore, be treated as one who abandoned 
his poet, and be stripped of tlic indulgence conceded to all other Surinjani- 
dars except yourself/ " 

1*28. Iff rightly describe that which has led to the present discussion, it 
amoujits to neither more nor less than an im^uiry regarding a grave errar 
w^hich has been detected in the Suritijam list* of 1844 and 1847, To conned 
ihis with the subjects to which the Honorable Mr, Warden has made suci* 
pointed rLllusion seems to me both unnecessary and undesirable,—^imnecessary, 
bj-cause the (Question at issue is one which has, apparently, nothing whatever to 
do with the policy and power of the British Government, or the poverty and 
loyalty of the subjects of that Government ^ and undesirable, because, if thd^’ 
is any one i^lepartment of the State the efficient and satisfactory working (^f 
winch must, nicit’e than that of any other, be affected by such appeals, rna<ic 
under sucli circumstances, and from such a quarter, tliat departmimt is 
uwsuTcdly the Jnum Commission. 

129. ^Vhile on tbis portion of the subject, and to prevent the necessity 
rrcurring to it, T beg to extract the following passage from the Honorable Mr. 

\ Yard Civ’s 49th j>;iragi apii, merely remarking that it was written hji^ tlu; 
resnrnption of tiicso villages had been ordered md offtcialh/ notified {see para- 
gi-aph 7'3 of this letter) :— 

“ And I state my opinion, respectfully but unreservedly, that to resume 
these vilLagcs without a reference to KngUnd, is at once to disobey the honie 
authorities, and violate public faith with the son of a poor and loyal subject 
who abandoned the Pesbwa's standard as soon as the British flag woi hoisted.'' 

130. I have next Ui explain the drcumatiinces under which Poorundburce 
has not been permitted to resume posa^ion of the Petah of Boorhanuggur, 
in the Ahmednuggur Codectorate, to which Petah and to the Nimar village* 
Ida right was, at the introduction of the British Government, apparently one 
imd the same. The Honorable Mr. Warden in hie U2nil and 33rd paragraphs 
thus advcils to this matter. 
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Captain Coir per neift asaerU that the vitUge of B^orhfinuggur— 
Poo(rundhuree*s claim which was rejected—-was exactly in the position 
of the Nimar ones* What thie position was 1 hare shown, and in Captain 
Cowpev's own book, abeady referred to, I 6nd evidence, certainly bearing 
no better authority than my own signature,—but still wbat roust be taken 
to be true till proved to be fake,—as to the condition of Boorbaniu^r, 
It ia a report addreased by me, aa Agent ibr Sirdars, to the Government, so 
long ago aa May 4th, 1843 ; it is as follows:— 

* On reference to the record| of the Peshwas" Government, it appears 
that the portions of the revenue of the village of Boorhanugjgur rlaimed 
by the petitioner were restored to hia grand&ther about a, n, 1759, and 
again entered in the following year as public property, in consequence of 
its being deserted; and thU was the stale in whickf recording to the 
Dn/ivr sKCOunU, ii oojiUnued till ihe accession of the British Goi7emTn€nt; 
' and the Collector of Ahmednuggur reports that the village has hem 
deserted for one hundred and fifty ytars^ and that there is no record of the 
petitioner ever harnng enjoyed what he claimsf and, in fact, there is noibing 
to enjoy, for the village being deserted, its ^and must be waste, 

(Signed) “*John Wakdek/ 

I leave die Government to determine whether Captain Cowperis asser¬ 
tion is borne out by his own record/" 

13L My assertion is certainly not borne out by the record just quoted, 
but ray assertion was not made upon it, but upon the following facts to which 
that record makes no allusion:— 

—Thai although from first to last Fetah BoorhaAuggur is entered in 
the Peshwas" accounts as deserted, it does not seem ever to have been en¬ 
tered as public property,” inasmuch as it is altogether deducted from 
the estimated revenue of the district, and not brought to account under any 
head at all. 

2nd .—That it was a common pmotice thus to deduct deserted villages, 
whether alienated or otherwise. 

3rd.—That such deduction, made solely on the recorded grounds of the 
deserted state of a village, does not, Iherefoi^, prove it to have been public 
property, 

4fA.—That in the present case, however, nothing is left to be inferred, as 
the Btaie records of the Peshwas" Oovernmeat afford proof that P^tah 
Boorhonuggur, although entered in the accounts of revenue manogeEnent 
as deserted, and, consequently, deducted in the whole of these accounts, was, 
nevertheless, at (Ac sows 4)^# recognised by the Peshtca's owa 

SvKud as alienated to Poomndhuree, and that such formal recognition was 
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made, not oooei but on teveral oc^nuonfl, and renewed on ^e dendBe of 
each repnscDtattye of the iamUy* The entnea in the State records are as 
foHowa:— 

I. —letter of mjunction (TaJteed Putni) from the Peehwa, dated a. d* 
!763'64, and directing the reBtoration of P4tah Boorhanuggar to 
JJhondoo Mulhar Poonmdhuree. 

II. —A lUt of alienations, framed m the Pe&hwaa^ Buflur, dated a. d . 
1763-64, and showing Petah BoOrhanuggur as then alienated to 
Dhondoo Molhar Poorondhnree, with the remark that, being deserted, it 
was annually deducted in the accounts at its nominal (Tunkha) yaluation. 

11A letter of injunction (Takeed Futruj from the Peshwa, directing 
the restoratioa to Dhondoo Mulhar Poorundburee of P^tah Boorfaa- 
nuggur, which had been attached in the preceding year. 

IV. ^—A detailed memorandum framed in tlie Peshwas^ Dultur of the 
^rinjatn held by Dhondoo Mulhar Poorundhuree in a. d. 1766-69, and 
showing P^tah Boorhanuggur as then alienated to him. 

V. —A simitar document ffar a. n, 1773-74, 

VL—A Sunud tHsued by the Peahwa in a. d. 1781*82, reciting the deatlx 
of Dhondoo Mulhar Poorundburee, and directing the continuance, in 
Sorinjam, of P^tah Boorhatiuggut to his two aone, Chimuajee and MxUhar, 
and to his grandson, B hug want Bao Sudaehew, 

vn.^—A Sunud issued by the Peahwa. in a. d, 1786-87, reciting tb^i 
deaths of Mulhar Dhondoo Poomndhuree and of Bhngwuntrao Sudafjhew 
Poorundburee, and directing the continuance, in Surinjam, of Petah 
Boorhaixuggur to the son of Mulhar Dhondoo, Vittul Mulhtir, who was 
alive and the claimant at the introduction of the British Government. 

132, 1 have now before me a Murathae memorandum, No, 59 dated the 
27th Apnl 1643, containing the information which was fumished in this case 
from the Peshwaa’ records to the Agent for Sirdars, Mr. Warden, and on 
which the Agent's report to Govemmeot of the 4th May following waa, I 
presume, framed. This memorandum does not, os it assuredly ought to have 
done, contain any of the information 1 have now afforded; it is signed by no 
one, but is in the handwriting of a Karkoon on the Agenfs catablisliEnent, 
named Bapoo Gooroqjee, who, I am informed, was then, and had Jottg been 
specially employed in extracting infarmation from the Peshwas^ records. 

133, The Honorable Mr. Warden in the 34th paragraph of hii* present 
letter hsis laid great etreas on the fact of the Nimar villages having been 
included in Mr. Elphinstone’s lists. That this proved nothing in regard to 
actvai enjoyment 1 before stated in my report of the SSth February ket, and 
I am about in a subsequent poHion of this letter (see paragraphs 136 to 139) 
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to expliun at length tlie grounds upon which 1 believe eiich to ]iave been tlie 
ease ; but apart from this, it is quite certain that in regard to theii entry in r, 
Elpbinstone’s lists, the Jfimar villages and Petah Boarlianuggur (sea paja- 
graph ]4 of this letter) were upon ore and the same footing, so that the argu¬ 
ments brought forward in the Honorable Mt« Warden^s 34th paragraph must 
apply with equal force to both of these holdings. 

134* But supposing such an entiy to prove anything, which in my opinion 
it cannot, for the simple reason that it was made not only subject to inquiry, 
but on grounds which that subsequent inquiry proved to be erronfeoiis ; sup¬ 
posing it to be otherwise, however, it remains to be stated that Petah Booi - 
hajiuggur was not only included in the mgkter of Jagliecrs actvally restored, 
framed by Mr. Chaplin in 1822, but was subsequently entered in the list fur¬ 
nished to Government by the Collector of Ahmednuggur on tlie 26th Febru¬ 
ary 1840, and purporting (see paragraph 47 of this letter) to show the detail 
of the Surinjain which had been held by Vittulrao Mulhar Poorundhuree up 
to hU death on the 12tb January 1840. 

135. This was the information on which I stated (see paragraphs 130 to 
134 of this letter) in my report of the 28th February last, that the village of 
Boorhanuggur, Poonindhuiee's claim to which was rejected, was exactly iii 
the position of the Wimar ones”; and 1 hope that I have now satisfactorily 
shown that I made this statement on sufficient grounds. There cannot, I fippre- 
hend, be any question that Poorundhui'ee’s right of possession, in so far as it 
was derived from the Peshwu's title, existed in each of these two cases at tim 
breaking out of the war ; but there can, I think, be as little doubt that such 
rigid oJ' possession was not at that time in force.^' 

136* In the Hilli jjaragrapli of my rejjort dated tlie 28th February lixst 
I stated,— 

Tlie Nimar villages ■ were included, it is true, in MeDomielfs statement, 
hut subject iff which was afterwards madehy Mr. Cliaplin, and which 

proved that they did sot, like tije Deccan villages, fulfil tlie terms on which 
alone Mr. EIphinstone had contemplated the restoration of any holding, 
whether Surinjam or Inam.'' To this statement the Honorable Mr. Warden 
has taken serious exception, and lia*s iii his 34th paragraph explained,— 

'^The truth being, bo far as I have been able to discover it, that the 
amount of Rs* 10,832-5-3 which Mr, Elphinstonc actually granted* (as 
proved by the annexed extract, not from Mr* MeDoiiuelfs statemenCj but 
from Mr. Elphinstene'fi own Surinjam list) was composed of the items 
ppecjficd below. 

*' AlmOflt the wholv of have now betih isfuioil/—he, ft$ Oovemor in 

Council, irrotc to tbc (juv^rnmeut of Iqiku M coriy aa May Utk 
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Poclwrr . .*...Us. 743 14 0 

. Aiimediiuj^l^uf .. 5,fi60 7 3 

KJjaudey .... ] ^300 0 0 

t^attarj. ..*. 75 {j 0 

Niraar. 3,UG3 0 0 

Total. ...Us. 1(1,«32 5 3 

JLjctrartJrf}!^ Mr. EhPHJNSTOHe'fl LUi of Jaglieers. 
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And 60 far from uny inquiry having been left to be made by Mr. Obapliu^ he, 
in his eeeond letter to Sir John Malcolm on this subject, dated January 26tli, 
1 S20j says:—' It wfts therefore decided that they (the Nimar rillogeB) sbouid 
be restored to him (Poorundhuree) by our Government, fn common withiha 
personal Ja^Iieer of aliperso7t& oonsidarod dt&ming of thiA indulg^ttix throagh- 
oiii the whole .af the hxie Pe^kked^ poA^mAiom. You will observe that the 
idalme of those who held their personal Jagheers of tJie Peshwa are quite 
distinct from such as held Jagheer grants from foi'eign princes, as'in the 
case of TIolkar alluded to in Mr. Elphinstone^s letter of the 17th July^ 
Aa the Supreme Government hfi^ already Aancimmd (Ae Mofinm'ohle the Itite 
(commissioner s proceedings on these points j you wil( not^ perhaps, under 
lids explanation, consider a furtlier reference necessaiy.^ 
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In hifl next(th£ 35th) paragraplif which is quoteil entire, the lionorAblc Mr* 
Warden expresBea the fbUowing opinion :— , ^ , 

^^The foregiomg extracts Bpeak for themselveB, and 1 ab#iaia froEEi 
remark/* 

137* Novir, although the ** foregoing extracts” arej as for as the^ go, per¬ 
fectly correct, they do not state the whole case; indeed, they omit erery 
portion of the case which beam out ray oBsertlon, I will now supply this 
deficiency, and believe that 1 shall be found to havs laid before Government 
not only the ** truth/’ but the whole truth, and nothing else* 

138* Mr* Elphinstone, a few days after his lists of Jagheers tfere sent to 
OaJeutta, assumed charge of the Bombay Government, and was succeeded as 
Commissioner by Mr* Chaplin, who, ihr^e years ^fiermArds, on the 38tb Octo¬ 
ber 1822, submitted (see paragraphs 18 to 20 of this letter) “ A register of 
all persona] Jagheers which have been restored by Government, and are now 
held in the Deccan ’^; and in doing so, informed the Bombay Government,— 
** A very considerable reductioti has actually taken place, both in granting the 
Jftgbeers and from tapaes.” This was the inquiry to which 1 alluded in my 
former report, and I now find, on reference to the register itself, that ia re¬ 
gard to no less than of the Surinjams entered in Mr* £lphinstone*s 

list, the alterations shown below resulted from Mr* Chaplin’s inquiry :—- 

Altered in respect either to the amount restored or the persons to 
whom the Surinjam was granted .*,*.*** ^ .*.,«.**,*,*,*,. * ^21 

Reduced in amount ,.*****,•**<..***.*.,.**%-*..*,.«*•*.*>* 5 

Not restoiTcd at all, Mr* Chaplin having discovered them not to 
have been enjoyed at the breaking out of the war-'* oft 

Total number of alterations *... 6b 

139* This, 1 think, establishes the fact of Mr. Elphinstone^s proposed 
grants having been subject to Inquiry, which was afterwards made 

by Mr* Gbaplin* It, therefore, only remains to explain in how for such was 
the case particalaTly in regard to the Nimar villages* 

140* Before Mr* Elphinstoue’s lists of Jagheera were framed, oue of the 
precautions taken he thus described to the Governor General (sea paragraph 
8 of this letter) i — 

** The Collectors were then furnished witli lists of the personal Jagheers, 
and ^ requested to ascertain their actual value, and whether they were in 
force at the breaking out of the war.’’ 

It baa been already explained iu the 21st and 22nd paragraphs of this letter 
in the case of the Nimar villages thia ittfotraatioti was not obtained until 
after the lists had been framed, q/3fer Mr* £lphinstone had rdinquished the 
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post of CommiBsidiier, and Nuganm unrt Chugaum had Wii found 

nbandonodi formally taken possession of, and annexed to the Britieh districts, 
ft was on the 10th December 1R19 that Mr. Chaplin first (the Honorable Mr. 
Warden has only quoted Mr. Chaplin's letter) wrote to Sir John Mal¬ 

colm, and requested tlie restoratioii of the Tillages, should Sir John " concur 
in the propriety of it." Sir John Malcolm did rtof concur, and it was this 
which led to the discussion fsce paragraphs 22 to dJl of this letter), terminal* 
ing in the decision in by the Supreme Government, so often refer¬ 

red to. 

141. The Honorable Mr. Warden has explainerf, in paragraphs !3<i to 40 of 
Ills lettet'^the grounds upon which he lias in the last of these paragraphs totaled — 

And it is, thorcforc, the very opposite of the fact as I'egaixTs this case, 
that the leviscd Surinjam h^^ts were sanctioned by llic IJonomhle 

the Court of Directors, as alleged in Captain Cowper'a ^dtli paragraph i for 
this was one of twenty-two declaredly exceptional cases, regarding each 
r>f which it liad been advanced by me that a wrong flcdsion had been 
passed ; and, as rcgaifls this case, no less than tivcjuty-one title-deeds were 
rJelihcrately considered before tlic Conrl released the two estates," 

Whaf. f considered a fji’mirul sanction I will shortly explain; but helbic 
doing flOj 1 would advert lo that portion of the Honorable Mr. Warden’s 
letter which I have just quoted, rn so far as to jMiint out that I have already 
shown (see paragiuph d7 ol tlik letter) that althi>ugh tliis wajs one of twenty- 
tw'o declared exceptional cast's, it yet difterod from the i^cinaiiiiiig twenty one 
on a moftt mutcriul point—possei^tsiou at the breuhing out of the war; fliat 
althongli in each of tJie twenly-two cases tlie j^gent, Mj\ ’Warden, advancfrfl that 
a wrong decision had been passed, yet ni no one ease that 1 am aware of, 
excepting in that of tlie Nimar vil)agef+, were tlie groimdi* on which the ques¬ 
tioned decUlon had been passed iiicori'cctly slated in the SuHiijam lists; mid 
lastly, that nltliough in this case no less than twenty-one title-dceda may have 
been deliberately considered before the Court released the two estates, Btill no 
consideration of any number of title-deeds could have led to the discovery of 
error eoinmitted in re&j>ect to poEsession at tlie breaking out of the war, and in 
resjvect to the two decisions of tlie Supreme Government passed with refer¬ 
ence to such possession, and not with reference to the date of original grant 
or to anything affected by title-deeds. 

142. ’What 1 considered a general sanction, and why I considered Poomn- 
dhuree's Surinjam to have been included therein, is best explained by quoting 
from the 12Ui paragraph of the Honorable Courtis despatch, IVo. 15 of the 
l^nd May 1849, the following passage, in which their sanction to the revised 
lists was conveyed, 

13 D 
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We hereby saaction and eanfii in them (the reifised lists), with the ex- 
ception of such cases as yoti have kept open for further investigation, and 
such as forcn the subject of special orders in subsequent paragraphs of this 
despatch/^ 

Bearing in mind tint the above was the otil^ sanction accorded to nine-tenths 
of the one hundred luid fifty-eight Suriiijains entered in the lii^^ts numbered I. 
to V*, it certainly seems to me that it can only be called a general one, and 
that if this was a general sanction, Poormulhuree*s Surinjam was sanctioned 
generally, for it was notther left open for further investigation nor especially 
sanctioned in any subsequent paragraph of tlic desjmtclu 

143. The 37tli, 3Stli, and fiytli jiaritgraplis of the Ifonomblo Mi'. Warden's 

letter describe the ordem of the Honorable Court issued in 1 S4!2 regarding 
the portion of Poorundhuree^s Surinjam, and the letter of the Agent 

for Sirdarfa with which the lists of 1844 were submitted to Government. But 
I do not perceive how this can affect the question, for tlio Honorable Comt's 
letter of 1842 did not refer to the Nimar villages at all, and the letter with 
which the Agent, Mr. Warden, submitted his lists in 1844 was calculated, 
tts liereinbeforc (paragraph 78 of this letter) explained, to ctmfirm, but certain¬ 
ly not to rectify the erroneous statement in iJiedistil, that the villages liad been 
retained ** by an oversight.*^ 

144. In his 40th paragraph the Honorable Mr» Warden, with reference to 
the Honorable Court's orders of 1842, laying clown Hulcs for the preparation 
of new Surinjam lists, observes,-^ . 

This order from the Coml of Direetoni was made just one year 
after the resaniption of the Nimar estate ; and if anybody had then under¬ 
stood there was any distinction to be made between diHerent portions of tlie 
Poorundhuree estate, the Nimar estate being the most ancient, my disiiegard 
of this distinction would have been observed by the Government of the 
day, seeing they scrutinised my lists for the long period of fifteen months, 
and would not have failed^ to refer to the order of the Govertiraerit of 
India, dated the 7tb of October 1841, regarding the Ilindoostanestate, wliicli 
order was then recent and in recollection,*' 

I infer fram the above that the Honorable Mr. Warden thinks that both the 
Bombay Government and the Honorable Court of Directors accorded their 
sanction to the restoration, on hereditary tenure, of the J^imar villages, with 
the knowledge that they had been retained, not, as slated in the Surinjam Lists, 
hy an Overflight," but under a decision of the Supreme Government, passed 
after a inquiry in 3822, and declared hnal on roconaideration In 1841,— 

fluch decision having been arrived at, moreover, on grounds nowhere alluded to 
in the lists, and not applicable, It is believed, to a single other case which these 
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iists contained. But to ai^nme this carries with it tlic supposition that both 
the Government and the Court not only discovered and acted upon Che real 
state of the case^ but did so leaving unnottced the glaring error in the lists; 
and this 1 appi’ehjud to be next to impossible* If a conjecture is to be 
hazarded, I should think it moat probable that the lists were at la$t supposed 
to contain complete information lu each case, and, above all, that they were 
supposed to represent correctly matters specially alluded to in them (as was 
the case in regal’d to the resumption of the Niraar villages), for in tlic Chief 
Secretary's letter of tlie Dth May 1843, IVo* 994, diiTCCting their preparation, 
the Agent for Sirdars had been specially directed “ to state in the clearest 
manner the data on which your reconimeiidations in each case may be founded.” 
(Pai agruph 4 of Governineut letter,) 

145. In ike same (the 40th) paragraph, the Honorable Mr* Warden 
observes that the despatches of tiie lloiiuiahlc the Court of DiracUirs ^*oji this 
subject am drawn up witli an accuracy and care which ibrbids the supj>ositiou 
that tlie existence of two distinct estates was not observed by them*'^ This has, 

1 believe, never been (|uestionetL There can be no doubt that the c^iistciice <]f 
two e.'^tates was observed, for it was distinctly shown in (he lists; bui that 
which the iists did imi show correctly had reference, not to the cxistctiat 
of tlicse estates, hut to the cQntiitwmce of otic of Liiem under ei■‘cumstances 
which if] the lists wei’e not only omitted to be stated, but were actually mis- 
stuted :—the very care and accuracy with wliich tlie Honorable CoiiitV 
dospatehes wera drawn up is stiflicieut, I tliink, to indicate that this missbitf: 
iiicnt was not detected, as otliei wise it would hnvo Useu pointed oiiL 

148. In the sa.me (the 40lh) paragraph the Ibllowitig jiassage occurs — 

** Besides, 1 b^in by telling tliu Guveniuiciit (Juit Poorundhnree had 
availed himself of the o|>|iorttini£y given him to o]>eu out his whole 
cftie;—‘he baa produced,' 1 bay ‘ twenty-one ^Liniids, of which /^eveii 
i cJate to hiii estate in Hindoostau*' 

Pooruridhuree certainly produced his Sunuds, hut hiilud, apparently, to re¬ 
present “his whole case"; for in his statement of the 28th July 1843, which 
was presented to the Agent, Mr. Waideri, and which is now before me, nol. 
tlic slightest allusion was made to the decision passed by the Sujirenie Go vein- 
ment in 1841, and which had been communicated (see paragraph 77'of this 
letter) to him (Poorundhuree) in the Agent^s (Mr* Mills) letter of tlie I4ith 
October 1641, No. 8G9; neither did the Sunuds which Poorundhuree pro¬ 
duced before Mr, Warden contain that under which (sec paragraph 41 of his 
letter) the Wimar villages had been continued to his father, under the special 
provision that they would be resumed at his (the father s) death* 

147* In submitting my report of the 28th February last to Government, 
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the Idam CaEnmissioner^ Mr. Hart, advertmg to Mr. SlphinBtone^s imle tiiat 
no Suridjam ceded to th« British Government by the Treaty of 1817 was to 
bCj as a general rule, restored, ob&erved,—► 

" This rule would appear to be doubly fatal to any claim by Poorundhurae 
to any part of his former Surinjam in Nimar, as, besides not having been 
enjoyed at the breaking out of tlie war, it would appear to have been in¬ 
cluded among the cessions made by the Treaty of Poona, the position of 
which is thus explained by Mr. ElpJiinptone in the 5th paragraph of his 
despatch No. 78 dated 18th J une 1818, to the Governor General :— 

“*The Peshwtfs whole revemie, before the last Treaty, amounted to 
Rsk 12,15,00,000, of which Rs, 95,00,000 was paid into the treasury, 
uiid Rs. ],20,00,000 aliutted to Jagheerdurs; uf this last sum Rs. 
20,50,000 was produced by land in ILindoostan, which tiad greatly de¬ 
clined in value, and fmiri which llie Pehliwa derived no benefit whatever. 

“^This last Rs. 20,50,000, with Rs. 32,00,000 of the amount payable 
into the ti'casiny, was ceiled by the Tipaty of Potjiia, concluded in June 
last; ” 

The Ilonuiuhle Mr. WLirden has in his 42nd and 43id paragraphs explained 
that Mr. Hart's deductions are drawn from a geugiaphical error,*' inasmuch as 
Poorundliuree's Nirnar villages are to the s:outh of the river Nerbudda, wdiereas 
the Treaty of 1817 utfecled only jHisscssloiis tu tin: tiorih of that river. Mr. 
Hart is now in England, and I can only submit what I conceive to be the 
most ])robab[e solution of the ditfitully. In the fir&t place, I would observe, 
that on the questiun of geography ^pamgiuph 43’of the Honorable Mr. Wai"- 
dei/s letter) Mr. Hurt never reported at all (see Mr. Hair's report quoted in 
paragraph fi9 ot this lettei) \ had he done ho, ot ljud he even been aware that 
a question of geography was involved, 1 feel assured tl^at his report would 
have been an accurate one ; but, unless 1 aui greatly mistaken, it wilt be 
found that he considered the llindoo^^tun portion of Ponrunduree's Surinjam 
to have formed part of the cessions of 1817, not after a perusal of Article XIV. 
of the Treaty, wdndi defines the Nerbudda as the limit, and to which 1 do 
not believe that he referred, but on the strength of that portion of Mr. 
Elph'mstone's letter which he quoted, and which states the wfiok of tlie “ laud 
in Hindoostan” to have been ceded. But however this may have been, it 
does not seem a matter on which i need further remark, as the reply (nee 
paragraph 71 of this letter), dated the 22nd July last, of the Government of 
India appears clearly to show that the resumption of the Nimar villages hae 
now been ordered not on miy new giounds, but because, under the circum¬ 
stances which led to the deciijionij of 1833 and 1841, they ought never to 
have been restored at ad. 
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148. At the close of his 43rd ]wagraph, the ilonomble Mr, Warden 
observes, with reference to this Suniijam^ that “ by entering it on the Stinnjaai 
lists Mr* Hiphinstone especially directed it to be restored/* In the first place, 
1 would solicit retei-eoce to the 16th paragraph of this letter, in which I have 
explained that Mr. Elphinatone’s lists were neither perfectly correct, nor an 
exact statement of wbat was eventually restored to each individual, and, hc- 
ijides this, 1 have pointed out (see paragraph 22 of this letter) that the condi¬ 
tion of this Soritijani at the breaking out of the war was not ascertained until 
ftfter the lists had been sent to Calcutta, This alone would, I think, sutfice 
to show that its mere entry In these lists could never have been intended a^ a 
special*direction that it should be restored; hut there is, in addition, the 
conclusive evidence afforded ty Mr* CJiaplin’s subsequent inquiry, the i^esult 
of which was reported in October 1822 to the Bombay Government, of whicli 
Mr* Elpliinstone was the head, and wliich inquijy I have shown in my 138th 
paragraph to have not only embraced a thorough exaniioatioii of the whole 
lists, Tjut to have resulted in the withboldiJig altogether of thirty of the Suriii- 
jums entered in them. Surely, this proves unquestionably that an entry in the 
LisU neither implied nar conferred exeniptioii from uujuiry, v^hich wa^f as 
stated in iny pievious rcp>rt, No. 102 of the 28th February 1853, paiugraph 
H), “ afterwards made by Mr. Chaplin/* 

141). In his 44th pai-agraph, the Honorable Mr. Warden has referred h' 
the villages in the territory ceded to tlie Nizam iu the following terms :— 

“ 44* It will be observed that Mr* Mills, in his Surinjam lists, says 
of Vittulrao Pooruiulhinee,—^ He has lately, also, been deprived by the 
Ni/am, in spite ot^ urgent remonstrances of the Bombay Goverument, of a 
Surinjam yielding Its. 11,000*; and 1 am informed hy ftaojee Pendsay, 
the hereditary Duftur Karkoon alluded to in paragraph 21), that when 
l^oorundhuree pressed this loss on Mr. ChapUffs attention, he always said, 

* I have given you your Niiuar Surinjam, don't think of that loss ajiy more*; 
and if tins be true, —which from the high character and position of my 
informant I have no doubt it is,—the Nimar estate was held on far stronger 
ground than even that in the Deccan.” 

And again, at the dose of his 46tli pai'agraph, has, on thiiS statement of the 
Bkiftur Karkoon, designated the Nimar villagea as “ taken as compensaiioti 
for a Surinjam of more than three times their value, which Poorundhuree bdd 
in the Nizam's country, and which that prince would not aurrendei;.” This 
the Honorable Mr, Warden considers “a very strong point, because unknown 
to the Governor General in Council who passed the oviginal decision, and to 
his Lordship in Council who has now direded the resumption of the villages.'* 
The improbability of the hereditary DulUir Karkoon's statement is evident 
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from nearly eveiy circum&tance wUicU 1 find recorded m contiection wltfi this 
cafie, but it ndmlte^ 1 belieTc, of proof tlmt it cannot ]?os$ibl^ be a correct one* 
Before, however, going further, I must explain that the Surinjamin the NBarn*s 
country consisted, according to Mr* McDonneirii memorandum, of two por¬ 
tions, one of which, of the value of Res. was neither inclnded in Me* 

Elpbinijtone^s order of reJea^jc of thelStli Octobei 1819 (see pai^agrapbs Maud 
2t> of this letter), nor included in bU lists submitted to the Supreme Govern¬ 
ment; the otlier, of the value of Rs* 1,100, was both included in the order of 
release and entered in the lists, because it was situated in tcndtory tlien 
British, though shortly afterwards ceded to theNiinm. (Soe paragraph 45 of 
lliis letter.) 

150, The iastmeiitioiied Surhijam, of the value of Us, 1,100, is /W// 
by Fooi-uiidJiuree, so that it cannot be the holding as oompenHation fai* which 
ha is said to be entitled to the Nimar villages. 

151. And the proof in regard the other Surinjani, valued at Rs. 9,5:U, 
though of a difihretit nature, seems to me to be just as clear; it is,— 

\sl .—That Mr. Chaplin wmte hisfizrf letter (see pEiragraph liO of thiia let¬ 
ter) to Sir John Malcolm regaiding the restoration of the ^imar villages on 
the 8fA Apnf 1820, and they were restored accordingly; whereas threrr 
^ears Mr. Chaplin urged (in tlie correspondence refen^ed lo in 

the 2nd paragraph of Captain C<jwper"s report rVo, b5l of the 22nd Beeem 
her 1852) the restoration of the Surinjum of Rs* 9,531 ; so tiiat lic‘ could 
not have granted in 1820 compensation Jbr that wJifeli lie wished to rcstDr<^ 
in 1823* 

2»d ,—The decision of the Supreme Government in 1822 wms passed, and 
the restoration of the l^jimar villages, tinder the Sunud wIitcL spcciaify pro¬ 
vided for tlieir resumption at the jneumbent’s death, oi clered fit (Jntcfittf'fy 
on grounds wholly unconnected with any arrangements made by Mr* 
Chaplin, and witliout reference to any such arrangements. 

3rd ,—That even stipiJoaing Mr* Chaplin to liave made the arrangement 
which it has been shown he neither did nor could make, his act would havK 
been an unauthorised one, a* he i>oseesiied no independent authority and 
had been so informed. (Paragraphs 5 and 6 of letter from the Supreme to 
the Bombay Government, in the Political Department, and dated the 15th 
July 1820, a copy of which was forwarded to Mr* Chaplin with the letter 
No* 1291 of the 23rd August following, from the Chief Secretary at Bombay.) 

4<A*—^That the Sumjam valued at Ra. 9,531, in regard to which iJm 
Agent, Mr* Mills, in 1840 stated that Pomtindhuree had lately also been 
deprived by the Nizam, in spite of urgent remonstrances of the Bombay 
Government, of a Surinjam yielding Rg. 11,000,” was ouc of tliose in 
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regard to wliich the Supremo Government on the 25th February 1625, after 
declaring that no claim could be fairly made upon the Wi^am, observed, 

“ Neither does any ohligatiou appear to attach to the Honorable Companv 
to provide for the Chouth Jagheerdara, who have suffered by the events of 
the war in common with their late sovereign Bajee Rao." 

Sth .—That not only has this alleged faot of the Nimar villages having 
been given in compensation never during a period of thirty years been before 
brought forward any one, but Poomndhuree has, at dates to 

Mr. Chaplin’s departure from India, frequently requested* the restoration 
of the very Surinjam tor which compensation isnow said to have been granted^ 

152. * Tlie facts mentioned in the last three paragraphs seem to point out 
the exceeding caution with which oral evidence like that of Kaojee Pendsay 
must be accepted. This ts a point on which 1 have before had occasion to 
differ from the HonombJe Mr, Warden, and as it is one of no little import¬ 
ance, 1 will here extract what 1 wrote on the 2nd May last (No. Ifi3> on the 
subject :— 

“OS). The want of the aid of the hereditary Duftur Karkoons, which 
Mr. Warden also Biipjio&es to operate prejudiciaJly, does not, I am happy 
to say, exist; one of the best of these Karkoons {Guneab Krishna Pend say, 
commonly called llaojeo Pendsay, about seventy years of age), whose father 
find grandfather spent tlieir lives in the Duftur (from about a. d. 1730), is 
on the strength of the In am Commission establishment, and has asslsteii 
me tix>m the commeneement; but 1 would here record an opinion which 1 
lately took occasion to,express on this subject. The following i;; an 
extract from my report. No. 137 of the 19th March last, on a claim to a 
large pension in regard to %vhicli this very hereditary Karkoon afforded in¬ 
formation which, though accepted at the time (when the revised pension 
lists were framed) as eonect, now turns out otherwiBc 

* Itaojee Pend say is an old hereditary Duftgr Karkoon, with a great 
knowledge of all matter:^ connected with the revenue administration of 
the last Peshwa, and possessed of a most wonderful memory. Under 
atfy circumstances, however, 1 should for obvious reasons receive Ills evi¬ 
dence in matters of this sort with extreme caution, for though fiometimes 
of much value, it is peculiarly requisite that, as a general rule, it should 
be tested and supported by other and independent testimony, and espe¬ 
cially by the documentary proof afforded by the State records/ * 

153. The Honorable Mr. Warden's 46th paragraph is a recapitulation of 
that to which 1 have for the most part hereinbefore specifically ulinded, and to 

* Tlje Peputy Agent for Slnlnrs, Mr. Warden, reported oaoneof these requcatij Which ^9.% 
refeified to Him with Mr. Cliie/ Secretary Norris' letter No. IfiS of the 5tli OctoVer lS-1^. 
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sa mucli I need not, therefore, agEin j^fer; but there is one sentence which, 
as it stands, Hcems to me colctilated to coti'vey Buch a very erroneous impres- 
Rion that eicplanation seemE neeesBary. It is stated, with reference to the deci- 
Bion passed by the Supreme Government in 1841, and recorded, as I have 
Bhown, both in the English and Marathee Office of the Agent, “ that no wilfnt 
suppression of it is, however, to be suspected, as the merits of the claim oti 
the Nimar lands were fully discusGed in consequence of a specific inference 
from the Court of Directors.” 

I would explain,— 

Ui.—That the specific reference from the Honorable Court referred on?y 
to the Deccan and not the Nimar Surinjam. ^ 

2wd»“Tl)at ** the claim on the Nimar lands” was law^rr on one eBsential 
pojjit,—the decision of the Supreme Government, and the grounds on which 
that decision had been passed,—discussed at all; on the contrary, the 
Honorahle Court were erroneously informed that the lands had been 
reanmed “ by an ovei’sight.” 

3rd.—That it is, therefore, h^cavM the merits of the claim on the Nimar 
lands were not fully discuBsed, that, under the circumBtanees which are 
nhowntohave existed, wilful suj>pressitm of the real facta to be auspected* 

154. The 47th paragraph of the Honorable Mr. Warden^s letter is below 
extracted, as it certainly requires explanation:— 

“47. It is true that I answered this special and particular reference 
to Poorundhui'ee’s case in a letter on the whole of the Surinjams, hut, as I 
have oJieady shown you, so far Tram tills case being treated “ generally,*’ it 
wiLs handled by nm, and afterwards by Mr, Brown, individually and par¬ 
ticularly, it be^ing one of two instances only in which the Sunuds themselves 
were translated and sent to England m support of the deeisigns, and this 
because the Honorable Court had singled outtlie man's case, and ordered a 
reconsideration of it.'’ 

1 would submit for confiideration,— 

Isi;—Tiiat “ the Honorable Court had singled out’* the Deccan SurJnjan^ 
only, (See paragraph 57 of this letter.) 

—That the Agent Mr* Warden’s “ letter on the whole of the Surin- 
jams” referred to “ twenty-one Sunuds or title-deeds, of which fourteen 
relate to hia Surinjam in Poona and Ahmednuggnr, and seven to his estate 
in Hinidoosttin/^ (See paragraph dl of ditto.) 

3rd.—^That the Sunuds which, on the revision of Mr. Warden’s lists by 
Mr. Brown, “ were translated and sent to England in support of the dcciaton," 
were ‘not those relating to the Deccan SuKnjani regarding which ofuniA 
the Court had written, but only those relating to the Nimar estate erro- 
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ti«ou«]y . stated in tlia H«te to Km been mniiied“ by ut ovmi^ik” (Beo 
parttgrapli M'of this letter.lT' -■ . c ^ ^ 

4th ,—^Tttet bftd tresslatioQs of th« Snnnds ralattog to the Deoeiir 6«du- 
jam been senl to £i)^aad, tiie ap^^iwldy grois fraud hieh was comjmitadi 
and which I have raported in my ietkn- Ncr: 510 of the lOth instant, wauld 
hare been either not attempted or at oztce detected^ and it would have, bean 
then seen that some of the Bunuds produced by the Surinjaiodar nd^ter, w 
Btated to Government, were dated belbre 1761 nor referred to older grants, 
but Wei'S Sunuds issued seven years subsequently to 1761 bzhI having no 
reference whatever to any previous holding or grant. 

* * . • 

166. Heferring to an expr^gion used by the Enam Commissioner^ Mr* 

Htrt, in submitting my report of the 28th February last,—that the Nimar Su- 

rtnjani ought, under the deliberate and final orders of the Government of India, 

to have lapsed to Government on the death of the last meumbent in 1840^— 

the Honorable Mr. Warden observes in hts 48th paragraph,— 

** The orders of the Goverument of Icidia in regard to Nimar were 
no more tinal than those of the Bombay Government in regard to the 
Deccan; and that he so considered the matter was evinced by the alacrity 
with which the viUages were restored when the Governor General in Cowed 
beard of the final orders of the Court of Directors**^ 

I- 

That Mr. Hartj, when he designated as final the orders of the Supreme Go* 
verntiient, lost sight of tb^ Ikci that ah such orders are subject to review and 
reversal in Hngland, I cannot suppose; but he most probably considered final 
orders based, as those.in question were, upon a principle (i. c. non-recognition 
of any tight of possession not in force at the breaking out of the war) which 
liad received the unqualified sanction of the Honorable Court, and to queatiort 
which would have been to question Mr. Elphinstone^s whole setLlement. Such 
1 conceive to have been Mr, Harfs meaning; and as to the alacrity with 
which the villages were restored when die Governor General in Council heard 
of the final orders of the Court of Directors,” it has now been proved (see 
paragraph 71 of this letter) that the orders of the Honorable Court would not 
have been carried out at all, had the Supreme Government then known them 
to have been issued on fm incorrect statement of facts* 

156. To the Honorable Mr, Warden's 49th paragraph, In so far aa it is a 
recapitulation, I need not refer; but I would submit that the officer who is 
therein designated Colonel Smith/^ may be fairly presumed from fiis'tank 
to have been an officer of greater expeiicnce than Lieutenatit Douglas, before 
whom, on a second inquiry, that evidence was given which the Supreme Go¬ 
vernment rejected, and for the rejection of which the strongest reasons appear 
Hn 
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liave pmgrftpba lOO to 104 of this letter^ hut which th^j 

Honorable Mr. Warden - oonsidere, neverthelcBB, “ the btti eivklence as to 
poosesffiott/' / . ■ 

157* I wotdd alf6 bHirfly refer to Biiother portion of the same (the 49tJi) 
paittgtaph, in winch it ha rttatied that Cokmel Smith— 


" Added^,on Koareay^ two in respect to both of which he was 

.proved to be quite wrongj—'vii. that the other village was a service Jagheei^ 
and bad been abandoned by Poonindhuree^s manager^ a personal and local 
inquiry having two years afierwards eatabUshed that Colonel Smith had 
been misinformed; that the tenure was persona^ und not for service; the 
possession of Poorundhuree from time immemorial having been only twice 
jotermpted, and that by force and usurpation; and the last dispesEessibn 
haring ceased six years before the British accession/’ 


The incumbent at the introduction of tlie British Government (Vittulrno 
Mulhar) certainly held no military Surinjanij and this was at once pointed out 
(see paragraph 30 of this letter) by Mr. Chaplin and admitted^ bo that no 
harm resulted from the mistake, which probably originated in the fact tliat 
although Vittul Mulhar never served, his unde and cousin both liad done so, 
and it was not, therefore, surprising to Und persons at a distance stating with 
refe pence to the whole family that which was applicable only to certain mem¬ 
bers of it. 

15b* T am not able to understand the distinction which the Honorable Mr. 

c ^ 

Warden has drawn between the two inquiries, for admitting Colonel Smith's 
infonuation to have been received from others, Snd, consequently, hearsay, 1 
cannot peiceive how, by any possibility. Lieutenant Douglas could have hud 
any advantage in this res[>cct, ^rheh inquiring two and a half years iater than 
Colonel Smitli regarding the then state of things, but the state of tilings 
which had existed from five to twenty years previously. 

150, The Honorable Bfr* Warden's.50th paragraph is as follows;** 

“ I, therefore, close this (I am afiuid) tedious letter by a repetition of 
the opinion which led to the whole discuefiion,—‘ By an oversight'—an 
overeight of the prindplea laid down by Mr. Eljihinstohe in a* d. 1838 and 
sanctioned by the home authorities—^ this portion of Poorundburee's 
Surinjam was retained by Government when the remainder was restored 
to the present incumbent/'' 

Without further explanation I cannot assume that this Is intended to explain 
that the entry in the Sarinjam lists of 1844 and 1847 had reference only to 
the principles laid down by Mr. Elphinstone in 1838, and that this, chough 
not expressed, was left to be uuderstoud; but t must pomt out that the deci- 
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slon of tlie Supreme Goveftimetitt confirmed on reconiidemtioD in 1541^ ttwW* 
not have been passed by “ an oversight of the principles laid down by Mr. 
Elphinstonc in 183B^ and sanctioned by the home anthorltles,” for at| tbu was 
brouf^bt to tlieir iioiita^ the Agent, Mr- MUb, having thus concluded his letter 
No* 101 of the 14th April 1841 (see paragraph fil of this letter):_ 

" III tny letter to Government handing on the copy of the Governor 
General's letter, 1 stated that it did not appear that petitioner had, under the 
deciEiOTi of the Governor General in Council, any claims to the villages he 
alluded to^ but, under the circumstances above stated, I am of optnion Uiat 
Chimiiajcc Rao Poonindhuree has, under the Rules subsequently framed 
fur ^rinjam estates^ a just ^claim to the villages in question; and should 
Government coneurm the view of the question which I have taken, 1 would 
respectfully request that the Supreme Government be solicited to advj&e 
the Resident at Indore to continue the villages to Chimnajea Rao VittuJ 
Potn undfuiree, accoi^ing to Mr*Murriotfs Rules sanctioned by Government, 
an(f until the final order of the Honorable the Court of Directors is rtceived 
to the subsequent correspondence and the Rulefi submitted by me respecting 
Surinjam estates*'' 

This letter was forwarded (see paragraph 53 of tliia letter) to llie Goveni’ 
incut ofludia, who, however, saw nothing therein to affect their former decisjon, 
based as it had been on a fundamental lule, oi'iginally laid down and sanction- 
<'d (see paragraphs G to 9 of tliis letter), that no right of possession not in force 
at the breaking out of tlie war should be i‘ecognisedj and wJiicft rule was 
firca aUud^l imch leas caprelkd, when in 1338 the i>nnci[)lcs laid dow'^ by 
Mr. Elphinstonc weri sanctioned by tlie homo authorities as those principles 
had reference oiiltf to the date of original giant—the antiquity of tha 
Sill'injam. 

IGO. There is yet one fact connected with tliis Surinjam which I did not 
report in my letter of the 26 th February last, because 1 was not then aware 
of it, having looked merely to the erroneous entry in the Surinjam lists regard¬ 
ing the resumption it is tliat the Mokassa Umuls of four out of the five 
villages entered In the Surinjam lists of J844 and 1847 were never reutored to 
the late Vitlulrao Mulhar Poorundhuree at all; have never since the introduc¬ 
tion of the British Government been in hia or in his sou's possession; ami 
could not, consequently, have been i-esumed* (See paragraphs 44 and 63 of 

this letter*) ^ 

16L In concluding this letter, I would briefly refer to the circumstances 

• The principlei XmiA down by Mr. Elpbinitone in 1938 and »iictioned by the home 
authoTitic? were explained to the 5(qjrfBie Ooremment in the Ijononlile Caurfi Jcapatcli 
No’. 9 of tUf* 7tli February IB38* 
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in 'Which 0111 discUBsian has originated^ and a knowledge of which must go 
ihr towards eiplaiuing much that I hare not felt my self authorised to remark 
upon. The discovery of serious errors in the Surinjam. list led Govemment^ 
on the 34th September 1B52, to direct (Chief Secretary's letter No. 4175^ para¬ 
graph 4) further inquiry,and to order (Chief Secretary's letter No. 4349) on the 
Ifit October following that the subsidiary li*^te of penRiona ahould likewise he 
tested. The task devolved upon me, and in its exeeurion I have up to this 

date submitted the reports noted in the margin, 
discloHiug errors in the above lists affecting the 
public revenue to the extent of more than eighty 
thovgand Tupees^ the greater portion of which 
sum would, according to Ihe lists, be perma¬ 
nently altmaied^ the estates or j>ensions being 
declared hereditary. This inquiry is in its very 
nature one of considerable dithcuUy and great 
anxiety, which various causes have combined to increase, but which I have 
hitherto looked upon as merely those obstacles which every officer entrust¬ 
ed with a duty of importance must expect to meet with and is expected to 
overcome. The opinions expressed and the statements contained in the letter 
of the Honorable Mr. Warden cannot, however, be thus viewed, and I offer 
rny respectful thanks for the opportunity whicti Ims been afforded to me of 
submitting an explanation^ which I have endeavoured to make a complete 
one, and which I earnestly hope will meet with approval. 

I have the honour to be, &c. 

(Signed) T. A. Cownun, Cajitain, 

* Assistant Inam Commissioner. 


No. 6fil, December 185S. 
96, 35t)i FebruBjy IS53. 

102, ditto ditte. 

129, l£th Much dittos 

ISr, ]9tli ditto ditto. 

163, 2nd Almy ditto. 

d93, I9th October ditto. 

4971 ditto ditto. 

499r 3i^th ditto ditto. 

lOtb XoTcmber ditto. 


No. 278a. 

From C, J, MansoN, Esq., 

Inam Commiafsioner, 

To A. Malet, Esq., 

Chief Secretary to Government. 

Dated 2rd Deeemher 1853. 

Sin,—1 have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 
4186 dated 27th September 1853, giving cover to copy of one from the 
Honorable Mr. Warden, late Agent for Sirdars, dated tlie 9th idem, regarding 
the villages and Umule in Nimar held by Chimnajee Vlttul Poorundhuree; and, 
in reply, beg to hand up a report in original by my Assistant, Captain Cowper, 
No* 636 dated the 30th November 1863* 
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I win briefly call to mind the facts of the case under discusflion, before 
noticing' the Honorable Mr* Warden^s letter^ 

3, It was one of the fiindamenta.1 Rules of the Honorable Mr* Elphinstone^ 
approved and aanotioibed by the Government of India, timt no ’Jagheer 
not actually enjoyed up to -the war was to be restored, unless specially 
directed eo to be*” Thus, proof of actual enjoyment was an ingredient 
iieeeasary in every inTestigation into a Jogbeer holding* If it were found that 
a Jaglieer had been resumed, or was under attachment at the breaking out of 
the war; or if a Jagheer had been usurped by an invader, and actual possev 
fiion lost in that way; or if aJogheerhad been abandoned; or if for any 
other aause actual enjoyment did not exbt; then, it “ was not to be reatored 
unless specially directed so to 

4. In Poorundhuree^s eSAS the Nimar holdings had been abandoned, and 
the Government of India, after a full inquiry, sanctioned in 1822, as an act of 
gi-ace, the restoration of these holdings for the lifetime of Vjttul Mulhar* 

5*. lie died in 1840, and hia son asked fur permission to succeed, but hia 
request was deliberately negatived by the same high authority in 1841* 

6* When Mr* Warden, late Agent for Sirdars, revised the Surinjam lists in 
1844, he entered the Nimar holdings, giving as a reason in the column of 
** Remarks” in which (lovemment expected of him to atate in the clearest 
manner the data on which lus recommendations in each case might be 
founded, that these holdings had been retained by Government by an 
overaiglit,” 

7. Mr* Warden made no allusion t^ tlie decision of 1841, and tli ^rf* is 
reason for believing that a* fraud vi’US practised on him by tbe son, Cliztnnajee 
Vittul Poorundhuree, who bad been informed of the decision of 1841, but said 
nothing about it to Mr. Warden ; and also that the subordinatea in the 
Agent^s Office assisted in the deceit. 

8* Captain Cowper, Assistant Inara Commissioner, detected the error in 
the lists, and the result of his report has been tliat the Government of India 
have for a tJiird time declared the grant to Vittul Mulhar a life-grant only* 

9* But Mr* Warden w as called upon for an explanation of the enior, and 
I now proceed to notice the Honorable Mr* Worden^s letter forwarded to me 
with your letter under acknowledgment. 

10* Ij of course, placed thie leiteiin ihe hands of Oaptaln Cowper os quick¬ 
ly as possible, feeibg exceedingly anxious about the grave imputationfl cast 
both upon him and upon Mr* Hart, my predecessor, that they had knowingly 
withheld from the Government information not only affecting the case of a 
claimant, but affording the best evidence in that claimant's favour* 

11* It is nearly nine weeks since 1 called for Captain Cowper's explana¬ 
tion, and I should have noticed the circumstance to Government long ago, 
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Lad I not been fully aatisliai from my comtoutikalions with Captain Cowper 
that the charges were, in effect^ wholly without foundation. 

12. The length of time dui-ing which Captain Cowpet'a attention haa been 
neceeaarily occupied, to the esccluaion of other business, in framing a complete 
report, te in itself an evil to be deprecated. In the pref^ont case, howCTer^ { 
have the aatlsfactton of believing that Government will be as convinced as I 
am that the xncrite of the case have not been altered in the least by the 
Honorable Mr. Waideu^s letter. The case in l3o3 ia/rrmse^the same as 
it atood in 1622 ; no new fEieba have been adduced tn evidence. 

13. But much matter has been introduced by the Honorable Mr. Watdeu 
which, I rcBpectfully urge^ has no proper bearing upon the case, and which, ifLe ll 
unrcplied tn, would have necessarily led to the belief that injustice liad been 
unintentionally done to Poorundhuree by the Government of India. Cuptuiii 
Cowper has^ I submit, met each assertion fully and fairly, and shown in a coii- 
ciusiye manner either that it is irrelevant to the point at issue, or else incor¬ 
rect in substance or otherwise inapplicable, 

14. With these remarks I beg to leave Captain Cowper^s clear and con¬ 
vincing report in the hands of Government, earnestly soliciting tlieii- cai eful 
attention to each paragraph, and particularly to the last, 

1 have t]ie honour to be, JfC. 

(Signed) C. J. M4NS0N, 

Iiiain ComruJ^sioiier. 


No. 5ui9 OF 1853, , 


Political Dep.'^htstrnt. 

From A. Malet, Esq., 

Chief Secretary to Government, Bombay, 

To C. J. Manson, Esq., 

Inam Commissioner, 

Dated 22nd Decemhet' 1653. 

Sir, —T am directed by tlie Bight Honorable the Governor in Council to 
acknowledge the receipt of your tetters Noa. 2786 and 2787, both dated the 
3rd instant, relative to the cusc of Chimnajee Vittul Poorundhunee, 

2. In re]dy, I am des^ired to inform you that your Assistant Captain 
Cowper^S letter, accompanying your communication No, 27S6, is under con¬ 
sideration, and in the meanwhile to request that you will state, for tire infor¬ 
mation of Government, the authority on which you ^tate that if a Jaghcer hod 
been usurped by an invader and actual possei^sion lost in that way, it was luit 
to be restoi-ed, unless specjully directed so to be. 
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3* I ma also desired lo request Uiat you will stiite the raafloii” ymi fiavc 
for believing that the subordlriate^ in tlie AgenCe Office assisted in a fraud 
practised on the late Agent by the-son of Vittul Mulhar Pooruadhuree, and 
that you will specify Uie eicBct nature of the fraud and the overt acts of tt 
which have come to your knowledge. 

I have the honour to be, &c. 

(Signed) A. Mal'kt, 

Chief Secretary to Government* 

Cojitle, 22nd 1863* 


No. 2860. 

From C. J. Makson, Esq., 

luain Commissioner, 

To A. Malet, Esq., 

Cliief Secretary to Government, Bombay. 

■ X)ated PofWto, 27t4 December lfj53. 

Sin,—I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 
5519 dated 22od December 1853, requesting me to submit the following infor¬ 
mation in connection with my report No. 2786 of the 3rd instant:— 

To state the e^thority on which I reported that at the conquest 
die Dcccan “if a Jagheer had been usurped hy an Invader and actual jm- 
licsslon lost in that way, itVas not to be restored, unless specially directed so 
to be.” 

2nd *—To state the reason I have for believing that the siibordtnatca in 
the Agenfs Office assisted in a fraud practised on the late Agent by the son 
ofVittul Mulhar Poorundhuree, and to specify the exact nature of tiie fraud, 
and the overt acts of it which have come to my knowledge. 

2, With regard to the first point, I beg to explain that the authority on 
which I affiorded the above illustration was that of Mr. Elphinstone^a own Bale, 
to which there were tto Arceptums; therefore, the illustration of an usurped 
Jaghcer cannot be considered as excluded from, but, on the contrary, oa fall¬ 
ing clearly within its terms. The Rule appears^to me most explicit;—- 

** No Jagheer not actually enjoyed up to the war (was) to be restored, 
unless specially directed bo to be/^ 

The Coliectora were to inquire whether the Jagheer was 'Hn force.” 

3. The Rule as it onglnolly stood when applied to luaniH, and before it 
was made applicable to JagUeers, was, if possiblcj plainer etlll,— 
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right to possessioti ia ever intended to he iX3Ct)ginfejed tliAi ims not 
in force at the breaking out of the present war.'' 

The word inteTided^' seems to imply that the question of whether or not 
mere right to posaeaslon should be a sufficient (iUe against the British Govern¬ 
ment had been fully deliberated upon by Mr. Elphinstone, and the Rule 
promulgated accordingly, 

4. But as, perhapSj the best proof of the intention of the framer of a Rule 
is that which is afforded by an example of the manner in which the framer 
puts his own Rule into force, I beg to refer Government lo paragraph 120 of 
Captain Cowper’s report^ which gives an example of Siodia usurj^lng the 
Wamoree Jagheerdar’s authority in the village of Jowkerreh, and retaining 
possession of the village in defiance of the Feshwa's orders. Mr. Elphitistone 
was made acquainted with the factsj but instead of restoring’^ the village to 
the Jagheerdar who had “a right to pOBsession," but had not been able to keep 
it, he leftlhe village with Sindia* 

5. 1 trust tliat the above explanation will satisfy Government that I 
placed a correct interpretation on Mr. Elphinstone'a Rule. 

6. 1 now come to the fraud which seems to me to have been practised both 
by Chimnajee Vittul Foorundliuree and by the Agent's establishment. 

7. Poorundhuree was supposed by the Agent, Mr. Warden, to have stated 
hts tchole (paragraph 40 of the Honorable Mr. Warden's letter); but that 
he did not do so has been pointed out in the 146th paragraph of Captain 
Cowpci’^s report in the following wonia x— 

^^Poorundhuree certainly produced his Sunuds, hut &i[ed, apparently, lo 
represent his ^whole case'; for m his Btatcment of the 26th July 1643, 
whieli waa presented to the Agent, Mr, Warden, and which is now before 
me, not the slightest allusion was made to the decision passed hy tlic 
Supreme Government in 1^41, and which had been communicated to him 
(Poorundhuiee) in the Agent's (Mr. Mills) letter of tlic 14th October 1841, 
No, 859; neither did the Sunuds which Poorundhuree produced before 
Mr. Warden contain that under which the Nimar villages had been conti¬ 
nued to his father, under the special provision that they would be resumed 
at his (the father's) death.” 

■ 

8. That this suppresfiion Jjy-Poorundhuree of the oftfy facU affecting the 
restoration of the Nimar villages—for their date of grant hud never been called 
in question, and had been all along admitted—was connived at by the Agent's 
cstahlishmeot there seems to me reason for believing,— 

1 6t .-—Because the head clerk in the Agent's English Office, Anniaba, who 
(to use Mr* Warden's own woidtj) bad assisted in the preparation of every 
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Ust of every kind of alienation from tlia time of Mr Elphmgtone, and who 
has a most w'ondetful memory" (paragraph 79 of Captain Cowper's report) 
failed to lay the real state of the Poorundhuree's case before hia superior, 
who, after he had fiuiahed the lists, Imd sent them to the liead clerk, *'with 
directions to revise them and point out any erroiB that might ocean” 

Because, even supposing the head clerk to have forgotten the dia* 
cuAsions which were placed on reconl in 1822* and the eubset^nent issue 
of the Sunud to Poorundhiiree which was also recorded* it does not seem 
]H)ssiblc that he could have thus overlooked the revival of those discussions 
ivliith had taken place scarcely twenty months previous to the call made 
upon PoorundhuTce by Mr. Warden, and which were then on record in the 
oilice of which he (Anniaba) was the head and i-esponsible clerk* 

dref*—Because the clerks in the Agent's JMui-atliee OfDce must have al¬ 
lowed the statement made by Pooruntilmrec on the 28th July 1843 to be 
rendered to Mr. Waixlen, without bringing; to his notice the letter which 
Ml* Alillij had written to Foorundlmree on the 14th October 1841. 

0^ The above are the grounds upon whicli 1 expressed an opinion that the 
Agent’s suboi'dhiate^ must have assisted in the svippression by Poorundhureo 
of that which it was the most necessary to place before the Agent, and by which 
means 1 consider the fraud on the public revenue to have been succesafulh' 
]>crpetrated. To supposiie that ail this could have arisen through ovcrsigl 
or neglect is to suppose a state of inefficiency which I cannot believe to hove 
cxi£»ted, and in the case of the head clerk it seems certain that it did not. 

IfJ. While, liowever, the^ above were the only facts having specifi"^ refer¬ 
ence tu Pooruudhuroe’s case, 1 could not, in forming an opinion, i^^nore the 
existence of others matenally affecting the Agent’s establishment* 1 wag not 
reporting upon the only case of the hind which had come to niy knowledge* 
but 1 had just before brought to the notice of Govemment ccrUiin eases the 
featui'ea of which seemed much more objectionable, and on a deliberate review 
of the whole of these circumstances I felt that I could express no other opi¬ 
nion than the one I did* Captain Coivper had, in the 81st paragraph of his 
report (below transcribed), ari'ived at a similar conclasion, in which I entirely 
agreeil wdth him — 

** Was this the only case in which such things had occurred, I should 

lieBitate to express the unfavourable opinion 
which I have donej but the very rc.verse ift 
the tact; 1 have lately submitted the reports 
specified in the margin on cases in whlcli 
there seems every reason to believe that er¬ 
rors of a much graver nature have been com¬ 
mitted, and 1 would fiolicit a perusal of 
these letters, especially of that last enume- 


No. 2Let SeptQmb&r 
i&J, 2m\ May 1353. 

493* 19th Oetobvr 1855, 

510, 10th Novemtrei' 1363. 

This* reporti were labiuittcd 
K-ith the laam Oammuiioaer^t 
Letter!^ 

No. 1105* SOnd September 
1991, 20th May 1353. 
ii645* lOth Omber 1853* 
U 722 , l^tli Notember 1853* 
15 o 
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whicU ishows tlie Honorable Court and Liie Cavornuteul to have 
passed a decision regardiiijj the Deccan poitiun of t/tia very Sarit^nm 
(Chimnajee Vittul Poorundhuree's) on inJbimatlon still more incoiTect than 
that whicJi is now under discussion/’ 

11. ’ No other acta of tlie Afrenfa establishmcut have come to my know- 
kdi^e in connection with this subject, 

1 have tbe lioiioui to bo, Ac. 

(Signed) 0. J* Manmis, 

In a in Cotninissioncr, 

P* S*— 1 be^‘ to acknowledge the j'eoei]iL of your letter No. 5521 dated SSrd 
inetant, which has only been delivered here to-day, 1 do not think it worth 
while delaying my prc^iU letter in order to furnish the additional informatioN 
called for, wliich shall be doiw: on my arrival at Sathiraj whither my record 
have been sent. 

(Signed) C, J, Masibojh, 

hiam Cuiiiimii^ionej'. 


No* out) or i85o, 

I'roiiJ (Japtiiin T. r\, 

Assistant Tnum t/ouiniJsitioiiCT', 

To C, J, MANSON, Esq., 

loam t/onnnii^BJonci\ 

X)ated T^ootiitf IJI^^ IM63* 

Sir,—I have tide day become a<’quainted with a report made to Govem- 
juent by the rioiiorable IMr, Wartlen when Agent fit Sirdais, a j>ortioii of 
which beais so materially on the question discussed in the 121st j^uragiTiph oJ' 
my letter No. 535 of tlie 30th ultimo, that I lose no time in submitting it for 
your consideration, for communication to Government, should you deem it 
advisable. 

2. RefeiTing to certain villages in Khaudeiah, claimed in Inam by the 
Kuddum Banday family, the Agent, Mr, Warden, expressed the following 
opinion in the 12th paragraph of hia report No. 128 of the 26th July 1845 

“ 12 * Now it is distinctly stated by the Government in their tabular 
statement derived from the mernorandutn of the Dufturdar while the Poona 
Duftnr was yet complete, that the Pei^hwa issued an order in Fualee 1226 
(a. j>. 1816) for the resumption of Kopurlee and Tannah, and that Runale 
was regumed by Trimbukjee Denglia in Fuslee 1223 (a. 1813), and the 

petitioners ascribe the resumption of the three to this Minister, but deny 
that he had any order for what he did ; but it was in A. J>* 1813 that this 
person ^ supplanted Maukcfihwur tnhis master's CQtmciJs' (Grant DuR), and 
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liy l&li* be liftii Itecom^ * tbe chiei Uiiector of tlie Peshiva'^fl councils^ and 
w«fl appointed his Miuiater in the tranaacrtion of affairs ’Vritb the British Go- 
vernmeot' (Grant Duti) ; and it is idle, tlierefore^ to draw distinctions 
l>etweeii the acci^ of sweh a Miiiisilcr (»f such a Oovernment and the actsi of 
the Peshwa himself, who personally took little or no part at this time in 
the details of administration/' 

3, It will he seen that this opinion, which the Honorable Mr, Waitlen 
expressed in agrees exactly with'that lately submitted by me in the 

concluding portion of paragraph 12J of my report of the 3Gth Nov^ember 

JVo» 53^, below quoted :— 

■■ 

That the rhctracter of the Agents of the Peshwa by whom res^umptions 
were ordered or carried into effect does not appear to hare been considered 
by Mr, Elphinstone as affecting thc validity of resumptions, a very lajge pro¬ 
portion fff which, during the reign of the last Peshwa, were made not under 
bis (Bajf^e Rao's) own Snnud, but under the orders of his Agent, of whom 
Trimbiikjce Denglia was oim of the most trusted, although one of the most 
unscrupiilous/' 

1 hai'p the lionour to be, 

(Signed) 'J\ A, CowTPn, Captain, 

Afisistnnt Jiiaivi Commissioner, 




From C. ,L Manson, Esq., 

1 1 lam Co m m isssi oner, 
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To A. MaT*ETj Esq*, 

Chief SSeoretai v to Government, 

h 

Dated Mussoor, Gi/t January 


Sir,—I have the honour U> submit an original letter, No* 566 dated nllet 
December 1853, from uiy Assistant, Captain Cowpr, affording further infor¬ 
mation in connection with paragraph 121 of his letter, No, 535 of the 
30th November 1853, on the case of Chimnajcc Vittul Poorundhuree. 

2. Captain Cow^per requests that I will submit his letter to Government, 
should I deem it advUable; and although, in my humble judgment the parti¬ 
cular jxjmt noticed in this letter w^hich was raised by the Honorable Mr, 
Warden, and replied to by Captain Cow per, is irrelevant to the question as to 
whether or not a right decision has been come to in the case of the above* 
named Sirdar, yet ns in his advocacy of Poorundhurec^s clainiB the Hotimiable 
Mr, Warden has given an opinion which is directly opposed to one submitted 
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by him when Agent for SirdELTs^ this fkct must strfirigLlipn Cilptain Cowjvri''^ 
pofiiUon^ ajidj therefore, I determine on forwarding iiis letter, 

3, In the case of Kuddiim Bandny, the Honorable Mr. Warden gave Ids 
opinion that it would be idle to draw dialinotiona between the acts of Triin- 
bukjee Denglia, the Peehwa'e Minister, after a* d. 1815, and the act^ of the 
Peflbwa himself; and it would fieem that the Governm^^nt of 3845, in review¬ 
ing the ease, coincided in that opinion i — 

2. The Honorable the Governor in Council thinks that Mr, Warden's 
letter contains a very fair exposition of this case, and justifies the decision 
come to by Government in 1827, which limited the enjoyment by the Ban- 
day family of the three villages of KopurJec,,,Tannahj and Runalc, to a lil'e- 
tcniirc. 

3* Any doubt which could have remained would be removed by Mr* 
"Warden’s postscript, which ftTniished copies and translates of the Peshwu's 
orders resuming the^^c villages m the yeai'S LSIS and IfilG*” (GoveriimE'nt 
letter to the Collector of Khandeisb, No* 4024 dated I6tli August 1845.) 

4. The expression ** any doubt which could have remained” apparently 
shows that the Government of 1845 considered that some doubt might have 
remained on this point,—- vIk. whether TrimbukjRcV acts should be viewed a?i 
thoa^ of the Peahwa; but 1 lliiiik, from the decisive wyi-dlng ol’iMiragraph 3 
of the Government letter, it is a r|iic3tion whether, if Mr. Warden had not 
afterwards discovered the Peshwa’s onlcrs, as stated in his postscript, the 
Government would have hesitated to act on that gentlenmu’s opinion as set 
forth in tlie body of his Icttei * 

5, The above remarks and accompanying letter might sattyfy {iovemment 
tliat now to speak of PoorundiimyMi: ns the victim of Trimbnkjee Dengtia, 

the Minister whose hands were stained by the blood of an ambassador 
to his master’s court ” is to apjdy a fact which ehonld weigh no more in 
Poorundhiiree’s favour than it did in that of Kuddum Banday in 1845* 

6. Should Government, however, have determined on rccolisideritig their 
former proceedinga in this case, 1 venture to submit tliat the caaeof Ktiddnm 
Banday should be referred to, as some diseussions on the above point may 
have been placed on, the GovernTnent records which were not of course com¬ 
municated to the Collector of Kbandcisli, and the views of the Government of 
1845 might thus be fully ascertained* 

1 Imve the honour to be, &e. 

(Signerl) C, J* MaNSON, 

Inam CommifiJiioner* 
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No. 623 OF 1B54. 


From Csiptiiiij T. A.. CowPEit, 

Inatu Coriimisaioner, 


PouTicAL, Department. 


Tu IT. h. A NnERBONj Ksq.t 

Secietiii'^ to Government, Bombny. 

Dated Poon&t 7M October 1864. 


Sin^—With reference to the previous reports of mine whicli are eimmerated 


25 129 of Chptiin 

t'ow (Half's report No. 1^1 of the 
Is^rli JjLDtJAry suhniiEteJ liy 

tLho Initui Comm LOU cr on 

lirnl Ftbrunry 1 Rh^4^ No, 2\}fiG. 

PaLnL;i:n>)lii$ llfito 12() nf (iitto 
of No- 

^ctLtEirr I 8 i>; 3 j Niibmittcd by the 
Jlijou Con^iTiiKaioEiL'f oti thi; 
Uocecuber No. !£78ti. 


^in the margin^ I have the honour to submit for 
the consideration of Government the following 
transcript of one dated the 3t)th July I844j from 
the Agent lor Sirdarfij Mr. Warden, on a claim 
preferred by Jlugboonath Kao Nimbajee to liold 
in Inam certain Umuls of the village of Ruja- 
poor, in the Dlndoree Purguna of the Nassiek 
Sub-Collectorate, and which claim the Agent 


jH-ojiounced inadmissible “ on the pi-inclples which regulated the settlement of 


the Deccan" (/. f. THin-povscitswJi at the bieuking out of tiic war with tho 


Ppshwa) 


** The records of the Poona DufCur show that in A, D. 1802 the viliagi- of 
llajapoor, Purguna Diiidoree* with»the cxtcjJtion of Surdeshmookeo and 
Mokassa, was gittnted hj petitioner's fither as Surinjam; that in a. d. 1800 
the Surdeshmook4e and MokasFiaj as well as the Babtce of the village, were 
granted to petitioner's futher as Tnam by the Punt Prithee Nidhec of 
Knrrar' that in 1813 tlic Mokassa was in the hands of the Government; and 
that on the aceessiou of the Britlsll Government ]}Otitioiier's father aeknow'- 
Icdged that the three items of revenue mentionetl bad not been in his pos- 
M^sksiori for five years, and, consequently, on the pritieiples which regulated 
Ihtt settlement of tlie Deccan, that he had no right to them. 

" Moreover, he only held Ihem ns Inain of the Prithee Nidbcc, whoso 
own tenure was no more than Surinjam, and who, coiiaequently, was lu^t 
authorised to alienate them as Inam,” 


I liavc the lienour to hCj. &c. 

(Signed) T. A. Cowpeh, Captain, 

Inam Commissioner. 
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No. 2G85 OP lS5fi. 

Political Department. 

Frcio IL h, Andkhson, Eeq., 

Secretary to Government, Bombay, 

To Captain T. A. Cowper, 

Special Commlsfiionei' in charge Alienation Depaitmcnt. 

X)aled 20^A Mai/ 1856- 

Sib,— ^Heferringto Mr-Maneon’erejjort, No. 2860 dated t}ie2Ttli December 
1853, upon the Surinjam of Chimnajce Vittul Poonindhuree, I am directed 
by the Right Honorable the Governor in Council to enclose for your informa- 
tlon copy of a resolution passed thereon by Government under date the 9Hi 
ifif^tant. 

I have the honour to he, &c. 

(Signed) H. L. Akdepson, 

Secretary to Governments 

J^cmbay 2()th May 1856. 


hy the Soardf dated the Mtry 1856. 

Resoi.ved,—A considerable part of this very diffuse correspondence is 
occupied witli a discussion of whether the Inam Commissioner kept back from 
the notice of Go vein men t some papers received from the Kimar authorities. 
It will save time if tbe Right Honorable the Governor, in Council at once 
states that he entirely acquits the Inain Commission of any such intention. 
When Mr. Hart and Captain Cowper wrote aiiJ submitted their reports they 
bad not received the papers. Almost immediately after the papers had 
been received^ Mr. Hart piocceded to England, and was succeeded by Mr, 
Manson. Eventually the papers w'ere placed at the drsposal of Mr. ’Warden, 
who was instituting some inquiiies at Puona relative to the queBtion at issue, 

2, The question Telates to some possessions claimed by the Poorundliuree 
family in Nimar, consisting of the two villages Chugaum and Nugaura, 
and the Mokasso. Uniul of five other villages. These po.sscssions were after 
fiome inquiry and discussion granted in 1823, by a Sunud from the Governor 
General, to Vittulrao Mulhar Pooruodhurec for life. He died in 1840, and 
the posstSBions in Wimar were resumed. An appeal was made by Chimnajee, 
the son of Vittulrao, which was referred to the Government of India, but in 
August 184! it was annaanced that the grant was limited to the life of 
Vittulrao. 

3, In 1842 instmetions were received from the Honorable Court for the 
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I'^vUioii of Uie Sui'injiiiu in 1844 Mr* Warden Mubmitied 

JistHj iit tliejje it was stated with respect to the Nimui' poasesaionsj—“ By an 
oveiftight, this porLion of the Snrmjam was retained by Government when the 
remainder was restored to the present incumbent*’' Mr* Bmwui who revised 
Mr* Warden’s lists, left the above entry intact* In neither of the lists of these 
gentlemen was any allusion made to the decision of 1823, nor to the discu^- 
ftjoii which occurred on the death of VittulraOj nor to the decision of tlic 
Supi^me Goveiiiinont in 1841* 

4* The revised Surinjani lists were sjanctioned gcnciully by tlie Ifonorable 
('oui't in 1849, and in i860 the Government of Inditi restored the villages to 
fjlhimdtijce Vittui Poorundhuree with arrears of revenue* 

6* It will thus be seen that the entry in the revised lists vvil^ eri'oneous, 
and that vrhut n an stated to have been “ retained by an qversiglit” wasi really 
retained nftci' full and amj)Ie discussion,—after decision, reconsideration, and 
tu];d orriei's. 

fi** TIiibc facts aiMi now admitted by Mr, Warden, to whose notice iJic 
previous correspondence had never been brought* But that genlloinun, while 
ftmcediiig the eiToueousness of the specific entry, has at great length argued 
that the villages should he, nevertheleaw, continued, or r^ither restored—for they 
have been again resumed—to the Poorundhuree, upon tlie merits of tlie case* 

7. 3'he villages were granted by the Supreme Govemmeiit, under a Siiuud 
to V'itlulrao,/or life* But it would appear to be conceded by the loam Com 
mission that, did no particular objection exifit, the possessions would, under tl -i 
Kules of 1842, be regarded as hereditary; just as by the same HuIct ibe 
Dcecan SiiriLijam ofl^lic sanie family was declared to be hereditary* 

8* The objection advanced by the Inaiu Commissioner, Captain Cowj)cr, 
which in his opinion l ender!* a distinction necessary between the Nimar and 
the Deccan 8u nil jam, is that the former at the bi-caking out of thtrwar was not 
in the pussessioii of the Poorundhuree;—Mr. Warden, on the other hand, 
contends that it was in the possession of the fumjly. 

9* The case, then, on which so much discusision lias aiisen, and which 
has been argued on both sides with great ability, is thus narrowed into a single 
question,—^was the Poorundhuree m jKisfiession of tlie ffiraar Suriujam at 
the breaking out of the war I 

10* The Uight Honorable the Governor in Council, after full consideration, 
is of opinion tliat the present is a peculiar case. The intermpiloii in the Poo- 
rundhutee's possession was not the result of a resumption by the Ptehwa, or 
of the usurpation of any other Chief; but it was occasioned by a desertion of 
the villages by their iuhabitante, in consequence of Find area lavagos. 
The Poorundhuree, under such circumstances, would naturally find it Impos¬ 
sible to collect any revenue, but his proprietary rights would remain intact. 
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lip the Oavet'nifneiiit India m 1822 atludfid to the fact of nun-pOf^f^es- 
sion at the brealiing out of the war, but haying in J8o0 reet^ired the viNagci 
to the Poorundhuree,itmu&tbe coneltided that the views previously express 
were no longer thought worthy of being urged. 

12, The Right Honorable the Governor in Council isj, therefore, of opinion 
that the ease should now he led for the final decision of the Honorable the 
Court of Directors, with an intimation that tins Government is* of opinion that 
the villages should be restored to the PoomndhurGe as hereditaiy in the full¬ 
est sense of the word. 




(True copy) , 

(Signed) 11. L. Anoehson^ 

Secrctaiy to Govern moot. 


l\o, 357 OP 135a 


Political DEPARTMETiT. 


From Captain T, A. Copper, 

Oifielating Special Cummisaioner, 


To II. L. Ai^DTinsoN, Esq,, 

Secretary to Goverjimcnt, Bombay, 

Dated ‘l^th Jane 1856. 

Sin,—I have the honour to submit^ for the con!iidci"?tioii of Government, 
tlie apparenl necessity of modifying paragmph 11 of their liesolution iiegarding 
the Nimar Surinjam of Chimnajee Vittul Poorundhurce, a copy of which 
iictn>mpaiiied your letter to my adilrec^s No. 2585 of the 20th May last 

2. In that pamgra])!! Government have recorded their (tpiiiion tiiat the 
(iovernment of India, w3ieu in 1850 they restored the Nirnar villages, muft be 
concluded to have thought the views they had previously expressed regarding 
them longer worthy of being urged. 

3h But it will, I think, be found that the Govcrrmacut of India icstorcd liie 
villages ill 1850 without in the slightest degiee abandoning their original 
views, and that they tliree years afterwards, when iuforinud how the Honor¬ 
able Court’s orders for the restoration had been obtained, not only forthwiLh 
cancelled tlieir order of 1850, but expressly declared the villages to have been 
in the first instance pTC|>erly resumed." 

4, The Niiuar villages were in 1822 continued to Vittul Mulhnr Poomti- 
dhuree by a Sunud from the Governineut of India spedjicaUif piioviding for 
their resumption at his death. 
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5, This Sunud was ieeued after several years' inquiry and deliberatton, at 
the dose of which the Govertimeat of India hdd it clearly proven that Vittul 
Mulhar was not in actual poescsaioTi of the villages at the introduction of 
British rule, when tney were found desei'ted, he haring abandoued them some 
years previously* 

6, In 1840 Vittul Mulhar died, and the villages were resumed; when Ins 
son, Chimnajce Vittul, preferred a claim, which was submitted to the Govern¬ 
ment of India, and by them rejected on the grounds (described in paragiupli 
5) at fimt assigned for limiting continuance to the fathcr^s lifetime. 

7, All this passed through the office of the Agent for Sirdai-s, in wliiehi in 
the Surfiijam lists of 1843, the Nimar villages were entered as to be restored, 
1 laving been resumed by au ^^oVcrsigliL"^ This was the w/ioie of the explana¬ 
tion afforded; every portion of tJie past transactions wae suppressed. 

8, The next Agent, Mr. Brown, revised in 1847 the KsU of 1843, and 
failed to correct this error, though he added to it a statement rcgaiding Sunuds 
tending still further to mislead. 

t). On the general sanction of the ITonorablc Court of Directors being ac- 
coided to the revised lists, the Government of India were simply requested to 
restore the villages in accordanre wiih the Honmahle Coarfs m'derSf and this 
was done. 

10* In 1853 the Inam Commisaioner exposed the utter erioncousness of 
the entry in the Agoutis lists, and the Goveniment of Bombay on the 23rd 
June 1853 brought the facts to the notice of tlie Government of India, with 
a reconunendation that the villages should bo at once resumed! 

11. The Governpreut df India on the 22Qd July 1853 replied, through 
their Foreign Secretary, as follows;— 

** As the recommendation of the Government of Bombay, which was 
generally approved by the Court of Directoi-s, and wlilch under that approval 
led the Government of India in 1850 to restore the Ifimar villages that had 
been resumed—and properly resumed—after full consideration by the Go¬ 
vernment of India in 1840-41, was founded upon a mistuken statement of 
the facts of the case, his Loidsliip in Council agrees with the Government of 
Bombay in thinking that the eiM or should be at once corrected by the recall of 
the order of 1850, and tlie immediate recovery of Uie villages in question*” 

13. It was qfier the receipt and proiHulgation of tliese ordere that Mr* 
Warden, the Agent who had prepared the lists of 1843, submitted a letter in 
reply to a call which had been made on him for explanation. The Tollowing 
is the only portion of Ids letter (to the Chief Secretary to Govemmentj dated 
the 9th September 1853) vifhich it is necessary here to notice:^ 

** And I slate my opinion, respectfully but unreservedly, that to resume 

ITnIj 



12-2 


appekbix d. 


these villages without a reference to England h at once to disohey the 
home aiitlioritieSj and violate public feitli with tlie son of a poor and loyal 
subject*” 

T'J. I now learn that Government have reoomTnended the feveraal of the 
tuder of the Government of India^ and in doing so have, in paragraph 11 of 
their resolution, recorded the ojanion which 1 have descjibed m my 2nd 
paiagraj^h. 

14* That there has been some njisnpprclictfsion scctns to me so evident 
that 1 have not hesitated to submit the necessity of recoiisidci iiig tlie caso, 
whidi, moreover, I believe to be one in which it is especially neecssaty to uphold 
the ortlci*s already passed, provldM they cannot be fpiewtioiicd on the score of 
matoiial cn-or. I mean to say that I conceive it to he in the last degree 
undesirable that an order of the Governor Genei^J of India three times iter¬ 
ated,—-iii in 1840, and in 1853,—and on the last occasion with an 

emphatro deelaration of the correctness of the two previous decisions, j^houM 
be anil idled after it 1ms been stigmatised publicly as a violation of public 
faith” by an otficer, the error of whose previous slatcment of the ease* eonimiU 
tcfl when he was Agent for Sii^lam, he w'as then endeavouring to uphold by 
the weight of his rceetitly acquired authority as a memljcr of the Govermnent 
of Bombay, 

15* A sjecondary objection to such anmElment is, T think, to be found in 
its probable efieet upoji the people, who arc aware of the whole of the ]u-occed- 
ings hitherto, but will assuredly, sls it appears to me, never he able to under¬ 
stand how^ the Inam Commij?sioner*s iiiqnfry, the evpimction from the Suriii- 
jiiin lists, and the resuimptiou by the Covernment of India which took place in 
1H53, can, without the discovery of a single tiew^ fact, admit of bereditary 
eontiiinaiice in 1850. 

. l(i* A tliiixl and veiy strong objection remains,—the siippression (see Inam 
Commissioner’s letter to Government No* 28(30 dated the 27th Dceember 1853, 
pnragrupU 7) hy the claimnot himself, both in his written and in his oral state' 
mentof his case to the Agent in 1843, of the onlf/ facts wliich were material to it. 
He failed, when laying his case before Mr* Warden^ to make any mention of 
lus apidication, and its decisive rejection only a few montliH previously, and he 
ivithheltl, when producing what he called " all bis Sivnuds,” the only one 
wluidi could explain how the cage really glOfnl,—the Siimid of 1822 from the 
Govciiuncnt of India c?iprcEsly declaring the villageg granted for Life only* All 
this acqtiires, 1 think, additional force from tlic fact of Government having but 
lately eruinciatcd (resolution jjasecd In the Iteveuue Deportment on the 0th 
September 1853, No. .5281, paragraphs 32 to 34), with the concurrence of the 
Government of hutia and of the IJonoiable Court of Directoi-s, tliat mis^ 
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rcpreaentation or suppression on the part of a cliuinaiit will, on detection, lie 
iiivariuhJy followed by the recall of any favour eonceded in consequence of 
such misrepresentatiou or suppression ; and of Uieir having enforced the 
pL’Jiiciple ill several cases of importaucCj the latest being one in winch His High¬ 
ness Hoi bar’s agenfci liate been found to have resorted to these objection¬ 
able means, (Uesolutioii puased in tire Uevenue Depaitmeut on the l4[b 
May 

I have the honour to be, 

(Signed) T. A. Cgwpeb, Captain, 

Olhciating special touiinissioner. 


No. 3540 OF 1856. 


Political DEFAtiTMiSNT, 


From H. L, AyDEHsos, Esq., 

Secretary to Government, Bombay, 


To Captain T. A. Cowi-Eii, 

Special Comiuissioncr in charge Alienation Department. 

* JDuied iGjfi 1 856. 

Sin,—-I am directed by the Eight Honorable tlie Governor in Council to 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter jN'o. 357 dated the 26th ultimo, irda- 
tive to the Nimar portion of, the Suriujam entered in the revised lists of iy47 
us No. ly of Claims J-idn the name of Chimnajee Vittul Pooruiidhuref^ 

2. In reply, 1 am desired to inform you that this case has been refen'Ctl for 
the final ordci's of tlie Honorable the Court of Directois, and that tho errone- 
ousness of the original entry in the revised lists has been admiitecl, and the 
case left for the decision of t!mt authority on its merits. 

3. The RiHit Honorable the Governor in Council thinks, therefore, that 
it will only be nccesssury to for ward a copy of this letter by the next mail to 
t!ie Iloiioiable Court, in order that tlie arguments slated in it may meet witii 
such considei'ation as they may be hold to deserve. 


I have the licmour to be, 

(Signed) H. L. ANnEUfiOx, 

Secretary to Goverituient. 


I}ojnb(r^ Cfffffc, Jufy 1S5G* 
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No. 510 OF 1853. 

Fiom Captain T. A. Cd^peh^ 

Assistant Inam Commissioner^ 

To C. J. Manaon, Esq-j 

fnam CommisAiou^r. 


T}fitQd I^OQtia, lOih JVbvetaher 1853. 


Pam^inph 4 f>f Chit^f 
Serrctury^a lctti:r No. 41?Tt 
J'fth SopttmbcjT 
und liiHin Coiuiiiiiuiiuiii^'q. 

No. 1^444 of th« lat 
l>cceiiiber fulLoiriii^. 


Sin,-^1 have the lionout, under the inetruciton& noted in the margin, to 

submit a report on tlie Deccan portion of the Surin- 
jam entered in the name of Chimiiajee ViCtul Poorun- 
d liurcc as 3Vo. 19 of Class J. in the revised lists of 
Sucinjams forwai^ded to Government on the 26t]i 
October I847j by the Agent for Sirdars^ Mr. Brown. 

2. On the 2Sth February last, No. 102, I reported that the revised lists, 
apparently, not only failed to show, but completely niisi%presented certain 
itnportant circumstances connected with the llindoofetan portion of this Su- 
rinjam ; and T then stated (paragiaph 28) that 1 left “ the title under whicli the 
Surinjam in the Deccan is held by Chimnajoe Vittul Foorundbur^ for Inquiry, 
if requisite?, hereafter.’^ 

3. Of the urgent necessity for such an inquiry I have lately become aware 
from an examination (see paragraph id of this letter) of some of the records 
of the Pesliwas' Government, which clearly show that although in the lists of 
1844, inithc i^vJsed lists of 1847, and in a separate cont muni cation dated the 
2i)th December 1844 (see jjaragrupb 13 of tlus letter) from llie Agent for 
Siidars, Mr, Warden, the whole Deccan Suiinjam has been stated to have 
been granted prior to a. i>, 1751, a large portion of it was, in reality, not 
granted nor held until after that period. 

4. The following extract from Mr. ElphinstoneV refers to the wAole 
of the Surinjam which it was proposed to continue to Vittulrao Mulhar, 
und not tc} merely tile Doecun portion, the detail of which is given lu tlie 
next partigra]>h. 
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5, The Deccan portion of the above SuriFijanii whicli tv as shown hi the 
register of restored personal Surinjanis which Mr. lilljiliinstoiie's suri.easor, 
Mr. Chaplin, forwarded to the Bombay Government with a letter ho. 122 
dated the 20tli October 1822, to Ijave been restored to Vittulrao MuUmr 
Poorundhuree, consisted of the following items:— 

Doona CoUectorate* 

The village of Humee, Turuf Neerthuree, Prant Poona, 

exclusive of Mokassa Ra* 324 fi 0 

The Mokaasa and Babtce Umuls of the village of Taklee, 

Turuf Sandus, Prant Poona. ^ ^ 21G 0 0 

The Mokaesa Umulof the village of Moondwah, Korryat 

Saasoor 78 8 0 

The Mokassa Umul of the village of Wursolee, Turuf ^ 

Nanay Mawul ***«4**<*-.-.*.77 4 0 
The village of Pimpulnatr, Turuf Nighoz, Plant Jootiere,, 1,733 8 0 

The Mokassa, Babtee, BaJiotra,and Nimchowtaiee Umuls 

of the village of Moortee, Purguiia Soo|ui 441 12 
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Fifteen beef^s of land in the village of Wanowreo, Turuf 

1 [availee.. Us. 30 0 0 

Twenty ditto ditto in the village of Kurunje, Tm-uf 

IVcerthurce.... i..* 17 0 0 

Total ill Poona.* * .Rs. 3,919 2 0 


NwjfjuY CoUectorate. 

Tlie MokosFta, Babtec, and Surdesbmookee Umuls of 
the village of Cliowrana Boodrookj Turuf Nuggnr 

Ilavailee .. 2SS 2 0 

The Moka^!‘^aJ Babtee, and Surdeshmookce Umuls of 

Putah Boorhamiggur, Turuf Nuggur Havallee 5G7 9 9 

The village of Wudewle, Pui^uua Shewgaum *. 3,GCX) 0 0 

The Mokassa Umul of the village of Wasrehj Ihirgtma 

Akolay ......,.,..,.4,, 119 0, 0 

Tlie Mokassa, Babtee, and Sabotra UmuU of tlie under¬ 
mentioned villages in Purguna Umber:— 

Antervelly Tombe .. 475 0 0 

Mnchindm Cbiiieliolcc.. 025 0 0 

The Mokassa Umul of the viUit^e of Pai'i^auiii. IMrmma 

Wun. 200 0 0 

The Mokassa Unuil of the villn^ of Tazoo, Purguna 

Pargauiu .. 50 Q 0 

4 

Total in ^Juggur*... Us. 3 3 

In SaUara^ 


Onc-foui’th of a chaJioor of land in tlie village of Bhooinj, 

Sumnt Neenib, Prant Waee. . 75 0 0 

G- In 1834 lists of the Deccan Surinjams were prejmTed by the Deputy 
Agent for Sirdoi-s, Mr* Warden, revised by the Agent, Mr. Marriott, and by 
the latter officer submitted to Government, with a letter, No- 2G dated the 
Gth March. In tlie Dejmty Agent^s lists this bolding was entered as No. S, 
and in those of the Agent as No- 25, of Class L; in all other respects the two 
lists agreed; a. D. 1741 was assigned as the date of oiigitial grant of the 
Snriiijami and its estimated real value was shown to be Rs* 7,491-13-t), 

7. Ill 1840 the Agent for Sirdars, Mr, Mills, framed new' lists of the 
Deccan Surinjams, which were submitted to Goveminent with hts letter 
No. 258 of the 33rd October* In these lists this Surinjam was entered as 
No. 38 of Class L, the date of its original grant, and ita estimated real value, 
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correspond the cntiies in the lists of 1834j and tlic cohimn of 
“ Itcmarka"’ containing the following entry :— 

" Vittulrao Mulhar Poomndhuree died in Jammry 1840^ and the estate 
lifis been contmued to his son, according to the late Agent's Rules*” 

8. The principles upon which Mr. Mills had friinictl lijs lists ivere pro¬ 
nounced by the Honorable Court of Directors to be erroneous aiifl at 
vanaiK-c with their inteiitionB; they, consequently^ in a dcspatcbi No. 17 of 
the 2Btli October 1842, emmeiated definite Rules, according to which they 
desired that new lists shoiiM be finnied, and in the 20th paragiajdi of this 
dcspattji they thus adverted to the Deccan Sniinjanij which had been con¬ 
tinued, at the deatli of Vittulrao Mulhar Poorundhuree, to liia son Cliimnidee 
Vittul :~ 

“The six til and last case is that of Vittul rno Mulhar Poorundhurr<% 
wdtose Surinjani of Rs. 7^491-3-37 you have deteiniinrd fo contlniic for 
on** more gcnei'atioiu The original p'ant oftbisestah! being of the early 
date of 1741, it must, under the principles laid down hi the present de¬ 
spatch, he hereditary, and we direct that it be so considered.” 

9. The principles laid chnvn by the lioiiorablc Court w'ere,— 

I. (Paragraph 9 c>f Iloiioviiblc Court's Desjiatth.)—“ That all Jagheers 
in Class L of Mr. Mills" list, wliicli bear dates anterior 1751, lie, as 
Mr. Klpliiustonc recnninieiids, ' hereditary in tha fullest sense of the ivoitb 
together with those of, whieb the dates arc unknown, but winch ai‘C knuv^ u 
to be ancient,” 

i 

If, (Paragraph 10 of IFoiiorablc Court's Despatch.)—“ In nddtj’on to 
these ancient Jagboers, all those of moiic recent date, which were granted 
in commutation for the resumjjtiori of more ancient possessions (wldcdi is 
known to Iiavc been the ea:?e wdth sonic) are entitled in like manner to an 
beiKiditaiy ten are*” 

IIL (Paragraph 12 of Honorable Courts Despatch.)““ That with re¬ 
gard to Suilnjam grants bearing date subsequent to 17.51, rnsnm]itiou after 
a second generation from the conquest, making a pensionaty provision 
equal to half the net proceeds of the Siirinjiun hinds for the generation 
next succeeding, should be the general rule.” 

IV, (Paragraph 12 of IJonorable Court's Despatch.)—“That eases in 
which Mr, Elpbinstone may have recommended a nioie extended provi¬ 
sion” shoulil be separately and specially cuiisidcicd, as also any oilier 
ca^cs deemed to require such consideration* 

K). These Instructions were coinmuoicatcd to the Agent Ibr Sii'^hirs, Mr. 

Warden, who was ordered to frame new lists in the Chief Secictuiy's letter 
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No* 994 of the 9th May 1853, the lOtb paragraph orv^hicl* specially adverted 
to this Surinjann in the following terms:— 

“ In regard to the 20th paragraph of the Honorable Court’s despateli, 
1 am directed to request tJiatyou will ascertain atid report to Government 
whether the family of the late Vittulr&o Mulhar Poorundhuree possess any 
documentary proofs of the estate held by the deceased having, os asserted 
by them, been granted to his family in the year 1741.” 

IL In the 4th paragraph of the same letter, the Chief Secretary specially 
pointed out the necessity of carefully ascertaining, in each case, ** the date of 
the original grant, as ascertained fiom Sunuds or other documents, either on 
the records of the Poona Duftur or in the pofsession of the family to whom 
the Surinjam was granted; the utmost care (the Cfiief Secretary added) 
should be taken to guard against any fraud or deception on this point/' 

12* New lists were accordingly framed and submitted to Government 
with Mr, Worden’s letter, No. 225 of the 29th December 1844, In these 
lists the whole Deccan Surinjam of Chimnajee Vittul Poorundhuree was, as 
No. 29 of Cla^a I., shown to have been granted in A, n* 1741p 

13. In the i9th paragraph of his transinittory letter, Mr. Warden afforded 
the following explanation in regard to this Suiinjam, Including a portion 
claimed in Hindooslan 

“In reply to your last paragraph [see paragraph 10 of this letter], I 
have the honour to state that the family of Vjttulrao Mulhar Poorundhuree 
has produced twenty-one Sunuds or title-deeds, of which fourteen relate to 
his Surinjam in Poona and Ahmedniiggur, and seven to his estate in Hin- 
dooston, which la-st, I am informed, has been resumed, although granted by 
two Sunuds, dated one in A, D. 1739 and the other in a, d. 1744, and which 
sliould, therefore, be restored with arnearg. The Poona and Ahmednuggiir 
possessions are secured by 8imuds bearing dates from a. d. 1719 to A. D, 
1768; of these seven are dated subsequently to A, n, 1751, but as all these 
refer to older grants, and Mr. Elpbinstonc declares the estate to have 
existed seventy-eight years in 1819, which gives the year A. o, 1741 as that 
of the original grant, os set down by me in the lists of 1834, I think no 
niisuke cun have been made on this point.” 

14, The entry in Mr* Warden’s lists of 1844 (jf Suriujams of the Fii'st 
ClftSB—e, thoBc granted before a. o, 1751—is below shown ; the entry in list 
NOi 5, ileferted to in the column of “ Pemarks,” has not been extmeted, as it 
has no connection whatever with the Deccan poitiou of tliu Surinjam. 
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Rc&wim JuT Ujc 

Grant, (t» rtcvndixl by Mr. 
Ul]»hiiiiilQ[ti) frliien 

CouantLafiLoricr Jn thg 
Doccau. 




1 

Ifprt-JiEatv lil tho Class of ■Vfo^it-TbiH Siirijijantilur pufisWASCS itiaiiy 
in llic full- sudcw^ Xu. /,—Vit- jnirl by lliotii it uptM Jirn 

I _ __ va jlijh j ^ |"l1_C1 T.'.-_- 


J.LI I.LIV JiU.L.k-j 

ost, aclks^: of 
tlic wurtl. , 


■- ^ ■ L 

tiilrao rooriLmlbiirw. tliat ibc leimfo «f tlie Siirlujum 
11^ of tbc great nnLi'ttitU'iit to lilsui;ay Ai'liflin 
faintly of Poonm- (a. p. l/Jl). Tranaktions of 
tlllnr^•^- lloig pnoir, tlieni are cuiitaiiiiod in Apiiemtit 
and iinlobtr lleloft A to tins listt 
the Pfbhwa earlv in Tina SnrlnjmncliiT poiiifogsiK ft Su- 
llu'war, lunl rHnrnedI ruii^iim in lliiKlfJowtnn 
ttt hiii village of iloor- iLinciniit ol !l,s. nipilLii l!iu 
tnn noiuhvfth, lint con- 1 hii i mi t horit ioN iti lotib I he ml- 

eealed himself Ut ilri ji^ah in order that this fiu- 
avoid waitiitg on mo l injani alir>Lild he rostered. 

’Vh-lien 1 pa’isfd it in liv fin tins portion of litf 

April. To retain the '^hiuitijaai was n-taintd hy tio- 
whole ofliia vemmoiit when the ri-maindei 

accortlinf! to Unle was resttired to the iiifoeciit in 
^io. d. LtulU Ip herC' erimhcntiii a. tK-l(h Siimuts 

and Cliittoes ato i ► tlio 

poBse.isioLi of tins jpcraOtJ- (iw'e 
r^Q.;? of Stateitiont No. ) (jl Licit 
No. V,) 


wiiole of hia J^gheer, 
accorrlin^ to Unle 
No. ,‘h LailU j here- 
diLiirv. 
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1C* It will be seen that it was not until Mr* Wartlen'a lists of 1844 were 
framed that it became of primary importance to ascertain witli exactness the 
date of grant of each of the item^ composing u Siirinjam ; and it will be 
observed that the Governniont, in promulgating the orders of tlie Honorable 
Court, especially pointed out (see paragraph 11 of this letter) the necessity of 
coiisultiiig the State records of the Peshwas'^ Government (the Poona Duftur) 
on this point. I can scai'cely supjiOBo such a reference to have been made in 
this case at all; bat if tlie Peshwas’ records were consulted by any qualified 
personfi, tlie information winch they afibrded must, I apprehendj have been 
withheld by them froni Mr* Waixicn^ us a portirui of it lay on the very sur¬ 
face (see paragraplis 18 and ly of this letter), and must linve^ 1 think, at once 
attracted tliclr observation, just as It has now done (sec jianigraph 3 of tliis 
letter) that of my su bo ixH nates and of my self. 

17. Of the Dccean Suvinjam, valued at Its, 3,933-8-6^^ and entered as 
granted before a. d- 1751 in Mr. Warden’s lists of 1844 and in the revised 
list of 1S47, the undermentioned items, valued at Its. 1,391-8-11, were 
grunted ^uhjs^qucutl^ to that year (as sliown below) as ^rants^ and not in 
commutation tor oi‘ with refei^tnco to anything held jireviously :— 


of Gr^ut, 


j 

VEiliLh Qn.'tVi'cliii]" to 




It8, 

a. 

P- 

A. n. 

1 ;n 

TJie vilin^^e of Ifiiriipe, iji the Paoiia Collectomte, 






exclusive of the MnlinsarL llmnl._ i 

S24 

8 

0 

ft 

1756-57 

TJic Eahtvc fthd SAhofrA Umuls of the village of 

1 





JM{>ortce, ;n the Uooua Collcctoratc ^[ 

' 208 

12 

0 

i3 

1757-58 

TJm? Ja^hccr Unml of the village of Wude^lt, in tho| 






.Ahoiediuiggnr Unllrrtorate .. 

7 : 1 ) 

1U 

71 

t* 

17(i5-Cfl 

The ilfibtve nnd 3iirdo!fihmQoke l.hiiuLa of do. do.. 

12:1 

!) 

0 



Total value of grants made after A. d. 17h 51. . Us* 

U3yi 

H 

U 


13, The first item specified in the last paragraph—the village of Humea 
exclusive of the Mokassa Umnl—was granted by tlie Peshvva, whose Siinudis 
duly registered in the State records. 

ly. The second item, consisting of the Babtcc and Sahotra Umuls of the 
village of Moortce, was granted by the Punt Suchew, but the exact date of 
grant 1 have not been able to ascertain. There is proof, however, that the 
grant bad not been made in a. i>. 1756-57, as the State ledger for that year 
contains the registry of a Sunud issued by tlie Peshwa, and granting to 
Poonindhui'ce the management f KontaveesJ of these Umuls* This year has, 
therefore, been assigned as the date of grant, which, although it could not 
iiave been made before, may have taken plac<^ in a. d* 1756-57. 
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20. The third item, the Jagheer Umul of Wudewle, was graated ixi a. d* 
1757-53 by Siadia, whose Suuud was produced before the Agent, Mr. War¬ 
den, in 1843, and is recoi'ded in a statement which was then made by the 
Snrmjamdar, w'ho did not produce any document of an earlier date,—in fact, he 
could not do BO, this being the Snmid making the original grant as a new one, 
and not m commutation for or with reference to anything held previously* 

2L The fourth item, consisting of the I5abtec and Surdeshmookee Umuls 
of Wudcwlt-, was granted by the Peshwa in a. d. 17G5-0G, by a Suniid 
rcgislci’ed in the State records, This Sunud was also j^roduced before Mr, 
Warden in !343, and the icruarks made tit the close of the last jvaragrapU 
apply equally to this document. 

22. It appears to me that ill this case the person or persons in tlie Agents 
OfTice who were cmjjlayed to render to their superiors the substance of the 
Murathec Simuds and the Murathec statement of the SuriiijanaJar, must have 
committed a dcUbeiate fraud ; for undci' no other siipp<jRitiDn can I account 
for 1^1 r* Warden liaving informed (jjaraginpli 13 of Ihis letter) the Govern- 
Tueiit tlnit the Poona atul J\hiucdnuggur possessions were sceuri'd by Sun ads 
beming dates fruffi A* m 17111 to A, n, 17G3, seven of thc&c being dated 
subt<(ajueiitiy to A. i>* 1751, bat referring to oldei' grants j the fact being that 
two of the doeuincuts (those specified in paragraphs 20 and 21 of this Icth^r) 
were S'tiiiuds dated aubscruiently to A. i>. 1751, making new grank, and not 
relciTiiig in any way to anything held previously. 

23. It would seem, also, that a large portion of the documents which the 
Suiiujaiiidur produced in 1K43 could ubt have been shown to Mr, Waixlen iii. 
all ; at least, I infer this fVohi the fact of thcit; being recorded in the Surirhmi- 
darV stalement more tJiau four times the number (twenty-one) speciflc^l by 
the Agent* (Sec ]KU’agraph l,'l of tlli^^ letter,) 

24. When the lists were rc^viscd by Mr* llrown in 1847 the Iblloivirig 
I'Ciuark was added to the entry previously made fjy Mr* Waixlcii;— 

n Its Surinjamdar possesses many Sunuds, and by tlicin it ajipcai a tijat 

the tenure of the Surinjum was aiitceedciit to Ksunay Arbaiti (a* j>. 1741). 

Translations of them arc contained m AppentliA A to this list/’ 

'riiis certainly seems to me to imply lliat translutiuns of tlie Suimds under 
which the whole Surinjam was held were appended; hut such waa not tho 
case,—the only translaiione were those of SunuJs for the ctitate in llindoosbui, 
which was entered in the list as retained “by an oversight/' when its resump¬ 
tion, on grounds which the Sunuds did not afTcct, had been declared final on 
a reconsideration of the case by the Government of India in 1841, and the 
decision had been communicated to tbe Agent, and recorded in both the Eng¬ 
lish and Murathec Offices ; but for the Deccan Surinjam, the tenure of which 
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depended wliolly on the Sunuds, no translations were appended; had they been 
furnislied^ tJmt which I have now reported must have been at once detected^ 
or> at any rate, could only have been concealed by false tranelations^ 

25. Under the circumstances now reported, therefore, it appears that a 
portion of this Deccan Surinjani, of the value of Its. 1,391-8-1 should not, 
under the Itules laid down by the IJonorahle Court of Directors, be held on 
hereditary tenure, heinj^ resumable after a second generation from the con¬ 
quest fr. on the demise of the present incumbent), a pensionary provision 
being made for the gcneTatiou next sncceedingK 

26, The above valuation 1 have taken from the revised lists, but it can¬ 
not be depended upon, as I find that in regard to some of tlic items ;he lists 
show' the value assigned to the holding in the ^Pesliwai*’ accounts, which is of 
course fin' in exticss of its present value, while in other instances the present 
actual valoc seems to he the one assigned ; at least, 1 infer such to be the case 
fioin its being less by nearly one-half than that shown in the Posh was’records. 

1 have tlie honour to be, 

(Signed) T. A. (Jowrnjr, Cfiptaii:, 

Asf^istnnt liiam Commissioner.. 


IN’o, 272 i. 

Ihn.iTrcAi. Departmext. 

rroiu C. .1. Mansox, Ksrp, 

Jnam Cninmissiouer, 

■ 

To A. M xM-kt, 

Chief Secretary to Goveinment, Pomhay. 

Dtiif*/! Poondf 12t/i Nhv^mhtT 1853 . 

SiUj—-I have tlie honour to submit a report (No* 510 dated 10th No-veni- 
ber 1850) by my Assistantj Captain Cowper, on the Deccan portion of the 
Siiriujiim entered in the name of Chimnajee Vittul Poorundhnree as No* 19 of 
Class 1. in tlie revised lists of Snririjams forwarded to Government on the 26tb 
October 1847 by the Agent for Sirdars, Mr. Brown, 

2* This report exposes what certainly looks like a most barefaced fraud 
practised upon Mr. Warden, late Agent for Sirdars, in regard to fixing the 
date of the original grant of the Surinjam, by means of wluch fraud the piiblie 
revenues liave been declared liable for a lai'ger amount and for u longer period 
than the Surlnjani Rules sanction, 

1 have the honour to be, &c* 

(Signed) C* J, Maxsox, 

Inam Commissioner, 
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No* 2G40 uF 

Political Department* 

I'roju il. L* ANDEHiiON, Esq., 

Secretarv to the Government of Dombay, 

To Captain T, A. Cownss, 

Special Commii^gioner in charge Alienation Department* 

Dal^ 21 Mmj ] S5G* 

SiR^-^Ueferring to Mr* Manson^s letter, No. 2722 daieii the 12th Novem¬ 
ber with enclosure, relative to the Deccan portion of the Suriiijam 

entered in the name of Chin^iajee Vittul Poorundhuree as No* ly of Class I* 
in the revised Surinjam lists of 1^147, 1 am directed by the Wight llonoi-abic 
the Governor in Connell tt> enclose, for your information and gniclance, copy 
of a reaoiulioii passed thereon by Government under date the Dtli instant* 

, I have tlie honour to bo, fce* 

(Signed) If* L. Andeiison, 

Uomhn^ Casthf2,\st Mny 18ofi* Secretary to GoverinuenU 

Re&oiuilon ty the Hoards dated the ^th May ISiiG. 

The question relative to tlie Deccan portion of the Suiinjam of Chininajec 
Vittul Poorundhuree depends on a point of fact. ]3y the orders of the 
Honorable Court, Surmjjlma granted * before 1751 arc declared to be here¬ 
ditary in the fulle.'jt sense^of the word. In Mr* Warderfs and Mr* 
lists, the Deccan Suiiitjams of this family are stated to have been granted in 
A. i). 1741, but Mi‘. Warden admitted that seven Sunuds for various holdings 
were of a later date than a. i>. 1751. He added, however, that ail these 
referred to other grants. Captain Cow per upposcs thi^ statement by tin* 
assei tion that four holdings were acquired after 1751, and were not acrpni’cd 
in lieu of former possessions* 

2* The holdings to which Captain Cowper refei*® are the ibllowing :— 

I. —The village of Ilurnce, in the Poona Collectoratc, 
eNclusive of the Mokassa Uiuul, gmited in d, 

1754 ...rts. 324 S 0 

11.—The Dabtee and Saliotra Umuh of Moortee, in the 

Poona Collectorate, gnanted in a* d. ]75(?'57*,t 203*12 0 

HI* —The Jagheer Umnl of Wudewlt?, in the Ahmednug- 

guj' Collectorate, granted in A* D. 1757^58 . 734 10 7] 

IV*—The Dabtec and Surdeshmookee Umuls of Wu- 

dewlc, granted in a* d. 1765-OG ^ * 123 9 G 

18 d 
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n. Captain Cn^vper rUows^ in tlin 18lh to 22ml prngiaphs of liia rejiort, 
llint thoac grants were not in lieu of formor posseaftions. 

4* Mr, Waitlen has sent from Enjrland his remarks upon the caso^ in the 
eoarfle of wtiich it mny be collected that he abandons the ilefence of this entry 
In his iiijts- He forwards the answers of VidyadUnr Punt, the Assistant 
Sheristedar in 1844, and of Ttaojee Pend say ^ The substance of tlieae ans Wei's 
completely bears out Captain Cowjicr's assertion, Vidyadhur Punt endea- 
voni's to involve the facts in some dithculties, but on the main points he con- 
tirma Captain Cowper^e statement, and Raojee Pend say does so still more 
clearly and unreservedly* 

Jj* Mr. Warden fluggests that Cliimnajee Vit^ul be called upon to prove Ins 
title, but this course the Right Honorable the Governor in Council con ridel's 
to be <]uite uiineccssaiy. That Sirdar has had evciy opj>ortunity of doing so, 
and has altogetlicr faiJt^* The facts are abundantly clear that the four holdings 
above detailed—which amount iu value to one-thiiYl of the Deccan Siirinjam— 
were granted after i7i>l, and were grunted ns new grants. The Right Ifonor- 
able the Governo-r in Council, therefore, considers tliat they must, ^according 
to the Surinjam Ruten uh prescribed by the Honorable Court, lapse on the 
decease of the present incumbent, a pensionary provii^ion being made (lir 
the next genetation* 

(True copy) 

l?>jgnod) IJ. L. ANT>Eirso>r, 

Secretary to Government. 


\itfi May IWoC, 
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From Captain T. A, Cowpsh, Assistant Inaiu CommUsioneiv 
To C* J* Manson, Esq., Inann Commissi oner. 

Dal^d Poomi, tka 27ih Octi^her 1853, 

Siiij—1 have tlm honour, under tlie insttuetious noted in the niarglii, to 
PaniCTaph 4 of Cbief Se^re^ report upon the fiui iiijam entered as No. 60 of 

Class I,* in the revised lists of ^urinjams 
24tU Stiptfiinbcr lfi32j and Inam i ' i i j.i a r 

CommissiaTicfs ktt&r No. 13^4, Submitted to GovtiimiicjU by tlic A"ent ior 

of tlic 1st December ibllonifig, 3)i>dars, Mr. Bro^iiij tm the Oetober 1847. 

2. The result of the earliest inquiry rej^at’diii^ tins i^uriiijiiiii ivus recorded 
by Mr* Elphiiistone's Secretary, Mr. MeDoinud], an extract from whose 
memorandum below furnished :— 

No, 45.—Krishnajpc lUiandwnlkur,-—[ixd, 

POONA.^- C/iflld. 

Mouj^ Kumnje, Turuf Ncerthurce, Mokassa.. 480 0 0 

“He has not made his appearauee. By the district accounts he was lu 
possession up to llic war,^’ 


3. This Surinjam was antcred as No. ^5 in the Class of “Sihedara" in the; 
lists of Jagheers transmitted by Mr. Elphinstoiic to the Snjiicme Ciovemment Mt 
the 28th October 1819- The following extract shnw^s thu cutiy Jii these lists 
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* It WM slIsq entered tA Nf>. 10 of Liit I. in Ckaa V,, md this li^s, tm aiSbiding the 
fuheiC Atone been extracted in the lOtL pam^ph c^f tliia report. 






2 


APPEWDIX P, 


4* On the 28th of October 1822 Mr. Chaplin^ Mr. Elpliioatone"* succesAor, 
forwarded to the Bombay Govemioaent a register of restored personid Jaglieei'^i 
in wJiich this Surinjam was entered as having been restored to Hunmunt Hao 
Bhajidwultur. The following is an extract from the register:— 
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brother. 

! 

Hi. 

1 

480 i 
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i 

1 

Ha. 

360 
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5* In the lists prepared ui 1834 by Mr. Warden^ the Deputy Agent for 
Sirdars, tJiia Surinjam w'ns entered in the name of Hunmunt Hao Bhandwul- 
kur, ns No. 47 of Class ill. It was valued at Its. and the date of 

original grant assigned to it was A. d. 1764* 

6. When the Agent for Sirdars^ Mr. Marriott, shortly afterwards revised 
his Dcputy*s lists, with the exception of a change in the number, w^bich be¬ 
came 33, no alteration was made in respect to this Surinjam. 

7. 111 tile lists framed by tlie Agent for ^iidarSj Mr* Mills, in 1840, thia 
Surinjam was entered as No. 56 of Class IL; tJie value and date of original 
gi-nnt (A* n. 1764) assigned in the lists of 1834 were preserved. 

8. HunmuntRao Bhandwulkur died in a* d. 1835-36, and hi^ Surinjam 
was, voder Olvera from Govemraeat, resumed ; so that it ought not, appa^ 
rcntly, to have been entered in Mr. MiUa' iiats of 1840. 

9. When new lists wei'c in 1S44 framed by the Agent for Sitdars, 
Mr* Warden, according tft Hnlcs which the Honorable Court of Directors had 
laid down in their despatch No. 17, of the 26th October 1842, this Surinjairt 
was included among those which under these Ttulea were to be restored* ft 
was entered as No. 11 of Class V*, as shown in the following eattract, 
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10. Tn Mr. Brovi^n''s revised lists of 1847 no alteration was made m I'egard 
to anything but the number of the Snrinjam, whieh became 10 of List L of 
Class V.j as shown in the following extract. 
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1L The grant ha^ been correctly described* as one made before a. d* 1751 ; 
it was, in iUct^ originally made by tlie Sattara Haja; biitthci’C are peculiar cir¬ 
cumstances connected with its Bubaequent enjoyment wlilcli liave not been 
recorded, and which T seems desirable to lay before Government* 

13* The Soriiijani vvas, on account of tlic of tlic tlien incumbent, 

resumed in A. n. 1773-74* It was restored in A* i>* 1778-79, but again resumed 
in the same year, from which time It icmuined in the hands of the Government 
until nineteen years uftenvardji, when it was (In A* D. 1797-98) restored to 
Ills son by a Suuiul registered in the State records. 

13* Tims for the long period of a quarter of a ceatury was Lliis Surinjam 
not held at alt, and at the introduction of the British (jovernmciit it had only 
been held uninterruptedly for a period of twenty years. 

14* I ani nut aware wliether tlie question of iiiteiruptioH of enjoyment 
Bueh as this has ever been diHcnssed, but it certainly appears to me to be one 
on which the orders of Goveniiiicnt are desirable* I referred toil in the 33fd 
and 34tii paragraphs of my report No. 1G3, of the2iLd May last, in the fbliow- 
ing te^rm6^:— 


“33* The principle upon which Inams and Suiinjams were cojiti- 
mied by Mr. Elphtnstoiie is atWeilcd to in the IOeIj paragraph of Mr* 
Wardeii^s letter. With Inums 1 have at present nothing to do ; but not sons 
rcgaids Surinjains, the inquiry regaiding whicJi Mr. Waixlen explains fvi 
have been * wlicibeir it bad been, kmrvcr jmspuslou ntfi^ hava hi'en tn iAe 
ifih’f't'til fu'st gi’antctl by the dynu-^ty which the British (bivern- 

iiH’iit fiucct^fuieJ, nr wdiethei^ a stronger pieatTiptivfi title had been established 
by tlie ability to trace the original grant to the Uaju of Sattnia or tin; 
Mahomedan rulers of the Dceeuii*’ But this is exactly oppetsed to the 
piineijile Iciid dovvn in tlm (iovernment letter (us I iniderstund it) v. Inch 
direeled the i‘ev[sioii of Mr. M'nvdrn’s lists, and it is on tlic prirdplr tvliieh 
1 siipjjose to liiive been laid dowm by the Government that E utn cijiidiicting 


my inquiry* 

**34. I do not attempt here to look back to Mr, ElplihistonG^s reconi' 
meudations, Iwcaiise T apprehend the question to be one arising Sffkh/ with 
reference to the liidcs laid down by the Tliuiorublc the Comt of Directfjrs 
on wbieh the revised Sm tnjam lists w ere oixlered to be friiincd* When the 
Ifonorablc Court specified, in pui£\||^'apb 9 ^f their despateli No* 17, 
dated the 26th October 1842, a. i>. 1751 as the limit, and declared that all 
grants of an earlier date should be considered hereditary, tliey must, X 
imagine, have contemplated not only posseseiori previous to 1761, but altiu 
enjoyment subsequent to that date,—at least so it seems to me j for otherwise 
a Siirinjam gi'anted j ust before 1751, and under resumption for thirty or forty 
years of the period intervening between the original grant and the full of the 


* In ths: Ustsof 1844 atid 1947« In thepreviouB Httlt was deBcribcil tut a grant of a. a. J7^h 
(Sie pardEmpha C, 7f vmd S of this letti^r*) 
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Pcsbwa^ would become an hereditary one, while another grant made in 
1752, and held from that date to the breaking out of the war, would have 
no claim to hereditary continuance, although actually enjoyed during a 
much longer period.” 

15. ^ The fact of this resumption having taken place ^vas reported to the 
Agent for Sirdars on the 15th April 1S3S by the Amanutdars, who were then 
in charge of the Peehwu^s records ; from this, and from Murathec documents 
relating to this Snrinjam, and dated in 1843, which have been received from 
the Agenfs Office, the information would appear to have been on record there 
when the Surinjam lists of 1844 and 1847 were framed. 

1 liave the lionour to be, 

(Signed) 1. A. Cowj^en, Captain, 
Assistant Inam Cammissioncr. 


yo. 2G87. 

Dated Kirhec^ Ocioher 1853. 
Submitted for the decision of Government, 

(Signed) C. J* MAirso?f, 

Inani Commissioner, 


No. 4353 ov 1854. 


To Captain T. A* Cowr£n, 

Inam Commissioner. 


Political Depaptmekt. 


Sm,—I am directed by tlie Right Honorable tiie Governor in Council to 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter. No. 500, dated the 27th October 
1853, to the address of Mr, Manson, regarding the Surlnjain of Bujjeajee bin 
lIuDuiunt ilao Bhandwulkur, entered as No. 60 of Class 1, in the revised 
Surinjam Hste of 1847, 

2. In reply I am desired to info^ you that the proceedings in tliis case 
will be referred to the Honorable the Court of Directors, and tlieir instructions 
solicited as to whether in the case of a Surinjam granted by the Raja of S attar a, 
resumed and then restored by the Pesbwa, the incumbency is to be caLcu- 
lated fi-om the date of the original graut or from the date of the restoration* 

I have the honour to be, kc. 

(Signed) H, L. AiiDPPsoN^ 
Secretary to Government. 


Dombety Citttle, lUA 1854. 
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&tract Paro^raphs 11 and 12 from a Despatch from the Honor able the 
Court of Directorsf dated ike I2lh Decemherj JVo. 27 of 1825. 

Para* 11* The question which has arisen respecting lliis SurinJamj and 
*■ .u t! ‘ - wliich you have referred to ns for our Kcneral in- 
of Dujjeftjee b(n Hunmunt structions, is the foJ low I tig,—whether the title of a 
IUt> Dbandwulkar;, No. CO family whom wo found in possession, and who were 

of CJaU 1. * h * j. jnrj ■ ^ \ rt'.i 

tn po^sesaioti in or previous to 175] , ig to be atteeted 
by interrnediate reauTPptioTis by the Peshwa* You are ofopinioTi that it should 
not, piTovided that thci'c has been a considerable lengtli of possession between 
the two periods. You must, however^ be aware that the course which you thus 
I'ccommended is at variance with tliat which we have ordinarily pursued, and 
that as we do not restore (unless on very special grounds) possiessions of which 
families had been deprived previously to out rule, so also when such posaes- 
sions, after being tahen away, had been restored previously to our rule, we 
have diithcrto regarded them as estates acquired at the date of restoration. 
We admit that some resumptions may have been so clearly temporary tliat it 
would be harsh to consider them aa breaking the chain of prescription, but we 
do not think that such an observation can apply to a case like the present, in 
which the estate wa 3 twice reanmed,—'the lost time for nineteen years,—and 
had only been held uninterruptedly for twenty years between 1751 and the 
introduction of the British Government. 

12. We are willing, however, to allow to the coiiBideratione urged by you 
sufBcient weight to save any Snrinjam^ which lias been actually declared by 
your Government or by us to be hereditary, from being deprived of that clia- 
racter on account of,subsequent discovery of an intermediate interiuptkm of 
possession, provided that no fraud is discovered or suspected* We, tJici'cfore, 
shall not direct the Surinjam of Chandwulkur, or any other similarly situated, 
to be removed from Class L 
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Nci, 493 KiV 1853. 

Prwn Captain T. A. CowPEHr, 

Assli^tant hiam Commission pr, 

To C. J* M ANSON, Esc]., 

Inam Commij^sLoncr. 

Dated Dooitaj 1 OcioLcr 185i1. 

* 

liavc die honour, under the instructions notod in the margin, tt> 

( , „ . . , , submit a report on tlic Siirinjam entered ns No, 20 

Innnfi Commisaioncr Icl;- \ ^ + 

tCT Noh uf tlic Util of Class L in the revised Surinjam lists submitted to 
Ajirll lHo3. Government on the 2Gth October 1847, by the laUi 

Af;ent for Siixlars, Mr. Brown. 

2. Tills appears to be a case in which grave errors have been committed 
und to be one in which the Honorable Court of Directors, in recording thcxr 
sanction to the hereditarylcontinuance of*a Surinjam, have done so, owing to 
erroneous information, on grounds which did not and do not exist. 

3. The first inc|iiiry regarding the holdings of tJiis iiimlly was mrule by 
Mr. McDonnell, with a view to their entry in the general lists subsei^uently 
transmitted (on the 25th October 1819) to the Supreme Government by Mr. 
Elphinstone, and in regard to the preparation of which he informed the 
Governor General, in the letter which accompanied tlic lists,— 

** 2. Tins firat step in this operation was to extract from the Peshwa’s 

Duflur a full account of eadh Jagheer, and to ascertain ax correctly ns poa- 

fiihle the character and history of each Jaghcerdar, with the time when he 

made his submission to the Britisli Government. This was done imme- 

¥ 

iliately after the war, 

'^3. The Collectors were next furnished with lists of the personal Ja- 
gheers, and requested to ascerLoin their actual value, and whetlicr they were 
in force up to the breaking out of the war, 

4. The inYGsGgation was now committed to Mr, McDonnell, who pro¬ 
ceeded to compare the statements of the Jaghcerdars witli those drawn up 
in ihc Diiftur, checking both by the accounts received from tlie Collectors. 
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A conifiiet.p itf^ister was fmmod on this compaiissoTi, showing tlic name of 
the licildei (»f each Jagheer, the date and nature of tlie grant, the situa¬ 
tion of tlie lands, &nd the sources of tlie revenue when not drawn from land, 
witli the Kumal or highest revenue, the revenue as stated by the Jagheerdar, 
and actual collections as reported by our officers/' 

4» The entry in Mi\ McDonneirs memorandum is given below :—- 

* 

No, 3L—Dulwunt liao Nagnath,—Exd. 

** Ahm^dniff/f^nr. 

Kiisba Waniorae, Turuf Ualioree, Pnrgima Sun- 

gumnaii' ^ ..... Its. 14,GH0 0 0 

Moujo Jowkei'i'clij Purgnna pShewgaum, withlicki by 
Siiidia ..... 2,019 2 0 


Total in Aliinednue^giir.. . 

its. IG,70H 

2 0 

^^Khandeish. 



Moujo N and gaum, Purguna Man ik poor, Shetsunud. 

Us. 200 

0 0 

Grand Total, Jagheer^ . 

Ra. ifi.ons 

2 0 


** Tkam* 


“ H^dcrabitd. 


Moujo Krishnapoor, Purgunu Pytun 

. Rh. 

1,837 

10 

(1 

JVa^^wr. 

1 




1 chaboor of land in Kusba Wamoree, 

Turuf 




Rahoiee . . .. 


]30 

0 

0 

Total Inain 

.Bs. 

1,947 

10 

0 


31, The Mootsudee only claims the village of Wamorec, Rs, 74,659, 
and Krislmapoor in Inam, Rs* 1,801, win eh last be states Raja Govind 
Buksh to have Zubted ■ he has since through your kindness got an order 
from Hyderabad for its releaseHe slates his receipts from Wamoree to 
be Its* 10,000» He hae since his first given another statement, in which he 
says he omitted to mention Jowkerveli and Nandgaum, the first of whicli 
he says is withheld by Slndia, and the latter he has not had for some time. 
By the district accounts the collections from Wamoree in 1225 amounted to 
Rs. 8,869-9-0. The account of Jowkerreh has not been received; it is 
known, however, to have been withheld by SIndia for the last fifteen years. 
It was oiiginally given by that prince to Moroba Dada Furnavese, from 
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whom ii was taken by Nana Furnavese and given to Bui want Hao Nagiiath, 
wIjo held it abt.mt fifteen years; and for the last fifteen it has, aa above 
slated, been wLliheld by Sindia. By the accounts from Rliaudeish he ap¬ 
pears to have held the land in l^andgauni up to tiio war, contrary to tlia 
Mootsudee's own etatemeiit* There is a pecnlianty iji the Sunud for 
Wauioree,—Che amount h not mentioned : this Is a plea for him to withhold 
the rights of others and of Govenimentt as he was in great favour. In re¬ 
newing his grant the other claims on Wamoree must be specified^ 

** Note .—^Iluglioonath Gosavee has Rs. 200 on Mouje Wamoree, Turnf 
Ilah^ree, as yearly allow^ancc, in charity; Bapoojee Sndasew Its. 300 as 
his ivai/es f Apajee JunarduQ Its. 500 on account of Surdeslimookee and 
Bahtee ; Rs. 21 to Dewusthan Shree Sludcsljwur and other Soineshwnrs ; 
and Government have Rs. 1,150 on the same village, vi'-c. Rs. 150 as Paga- 
hoo7c>or, Us. 500 for grain, and Us. 500 as Sooblia Puttee* 

‘‘ Tiae Mtikiifisa of jowkerreh, Purguna Shewgaun, amounts to Rnii^ecs 
3l{)-l2-0, and belongs to Futtdising Blioslcy/' 

5. On the S^ltli October 1810 Mr. Elpliinstone issued an order for the re¬ 
lease of a portion of the Surinjam, the detail of which is given below 

A It meflu CoUcctorfitc. 

The town <iF Wamoree, Turuf Ruhorce, Purguna 

8uiignnmair... Rk. 14,ROO 0 (P 

OAilectffrcite, 

Laud bold in tlie yjJlage of JVandgaiini, Pniguna Mu- 
nik, j-ooT ^^fict^uiiudJ 2U(I ^^ 0 

Total reh‘a-sed Jis. 15,0U9 0 

0* In Mr. Elpliinstone^f^ lists of .laghcctrf, Iran emitted to llic l^ujMcinc Go¬ 
vernment on the ^L^th Octobor 1819, this Snrinjam was entored as No. 28 iu 
the Class of “ MooUndees,” in the name of Bui wnnt Kao Nogiiath ; tlir; follmv- 
ing [a an estrat;L from the lists. 


* This Ainaouiit tWt tlionti hy Mr. iUcBojiiiultj the tciiaeD titbit it 

ivaj at iiron^ly tuttl euttirciL 
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7. It will be seen that of tlie tin™ items entered in Mr, MeDonnell’fl mc- 
luoranduni (sec jjnragrnpli 4 of this letter) as claimed in Surinjam, one (the 
village of Jowkerrehj valued at Rs. 2,(Jiy-2'0) was not restored* The expla¬ 
nation of tJiis is to be found in Mr* Elphiiistone's declaration tliat ^xjsscssion 
at the breaking out of the war was to be a sine qua non to the continnance of 
an Iimm or to the restoration of a Suiinjam* With I'egatfl to the former 
description of holdings, he tnforincd tlie Collectors (Mr* Elphinstone's circular 
letter to the Collectors, dated the 27th June ISIS),— 

“No right of possession is ever intended to be recognised that was not in 
force at the breaking out of the present war*” 

And the prineij)!© was S|>ecificaUy applied to Snrinjams in the 7th of the 
** General Rules” (forwarded to the Supreme Government with Mr. Elphin- 
Btone's letter of the 25th October 181^) laid down by Mr, Elphinstonc for the 
guidance of those employed in framing the lists of Jaghcers proposed to be 
rcatoi ed* The Rule declared that,— 
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“No Jagheer not actually enjoyed up to the war was to be resLoi^cl, 

unless specially directed so to 

8 . I have thought it necessary thus specially to allude to the village of 
J owkerreh, which M r* Elphinstone did. not restore, because the case is one 
proving, it appears to me, beyond doubt, that neither the Peshwa's title, not 
the Peshwa'a acts, nor anything else, were held to confer a right to the 
restoration of that which was not “ actually enjoyed up to the war/' (See 
Mr. Elphinstone'e declaration, quoted in paragraph 7,) 

9, It requires no great searcli to discover a motive for this arrangement, 
which was not more simple than equitable. The late rulers and magnates of 
the conquered country, whatever they might expect from the generosity of the 
victors, could not suppose that the PritiEli Government would place them in 
possession of that which they did not hold when the war broke out; while, on 
the otlier hand, Mr* Elphinstone must have known the pre-existing state 
of adairs too well not to be aware tliat to attempt an iiKpiiry into the acts of 
t]ie Peshwa’a Govemmentj or into the acts of others which that Government 
tolerated, would have been a simple impossibility; and it is not, therefore, 
diflicult to understand why he sliould have based his arrangements on a broad 
rule which was just in principle, intcdUgible to the people, and easily carried 
out in practice. 

10* As, perhaps, the most striking instance of this on record, I would [lo'nt 
out the old and noble families wliom Bajeo Rao Jiad arbitrarily ruined, ;^iid 
tor whom Mr. Elphiustone considered it not more humane than politic to niake 
provision; but he never thought of doing so by attempting to discuss the 
validity of Pajee Itao's nets, or by restoring that of which JJfljee itao had 
deprived them ;—they were provided for by the grant of pensions for tlicir lives. 
(See paiugraph 2(> of Mr* Elphinstone's despatch of the 18th June 1818, and 
paiugruph 22 of the reply from the duel' Secretary to the Governineiit of 
India, dated the 2Gtli September following*) 

11* To return to the history of Jowkerreh.—Tlie whole village, exclusive of 
the Mokossa Uinul, was granted by the Pesliwa to Nagoram, in Sunnjam, 
by a Sunud the registry of w^hich is forthcoming in tlie State diary of the 2nd 
Ramzan Ksunay Sumaneen (a* d* 1781-82), and was, according to the Etale- 
ment of the district hereditary officers, (furnished to Mr* Elphinstone, and 
found among the records of the Deccan Commission,) forcibly wrested from 
him eighteen years aherwards (in a. d. 179[l-180t)) by Sindia, who kept it, 
apparently, up to the war in a. d, 1817, though not only without the^Feshwa's 
sanction, but in defiance of his authority, as is shown by a Suiinjam memo¬ 
randum of A, n. 1807—08 drawn up at Poona, and in which Jowkerreh is 
entered as forming a portion of llie Surinjam of Bui want Kao Nagnath, the 
son of Nugurain. 
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12, Mr* ELphinfitotic, having ascertained these facts, did not restore Jow- 
kerreh to Bnlwunt Rao ffagnath, but left it, as lie found it, in the possession 
of Sindia, with whom it has remained up to this day* 

13* The principles upon wliieh Mr. ElphInstone had framed hia lists of 
Jagheers were approved of by the Supreme Government in the Secretary's 
letter of the 4th Marcli 1820, in tJie 2nd and 3f d paragraphs of which it was 
fitSted,— 

“ 2* The contents of these despatches have been for some time under 
the conshlcmtion of the Governor General in Council. 

“3* liis Lordship recognises in them an adherence to the piinciplcs 
laid down in the instructions of 26th September 1818*” 

14. The completion of Mr. Elphinstone's arrangementa devolved upon Mr* 
Chaplin, who succeeded him as Commissioner, and who, with a letter, No, 121, 
of the 28th October 1822, forwarded to tlie Bombay Government a document 
which he desciibed as register of allpcrsowa/* Jagheers which have been 
restored by Government and now held in tlie Deccan,” and in which Eidwiint 
Kao Nagnath'fi Surinjam was entered, as shown below, in the Class of 
“ Mooteudecs" 
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15, At the same time a Murathee statement was prepared in the 
CoiuiuSsslonci'a Oflicc, exhibiting the ^Ictail td cadi rcfjtorcd Surinjam, and 

* hftik'ft-iii ty C'lqiliiiii i’uii'iTUL. 
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sliowinf^j in Biilwunt Rao Nagnath's caao, the items i^torcd to be those 
entered in Mr. Elphmstone'fl order of release of the 15th October 1819, (see 
]mrat^aph 5 of this lt*ter,> at a valuation of Ra. 15,009, and consisting; of the 
town of Wamoree s^nd of land in the village of Nandgaum. 

10* On the 7lh iSovember 1032 the Deputy Agent for Sirdars, Mr* J* 
Warden, suggested to Government that lists of tlie Deccan Surinjams should 
be prepared, with a view to some fixed and definite rules being laid dnwn 4br 
their contimiance or otherwise on the death of incumbents* This proposition 
met with approval, and the lists were, accordinglyj framed and submitted by 
Mr. Warden to the Agent, Mr. Marriott, on the 3rd January 1834, 

17. " Mr. Marriott w&a subsequently directed to revise these lists, which he 
(lid, and on the 0th March ]8^f4 re-transmitted them to Government* The 
Siiriiijam now under consideration was entered In them as No* 26 of Class 1., 
in the names of “ Pursliotam Diilwunt and Krishna Rao Bulwunt Wamore- 
hur”; the*' date of original grant” was entei'ed (column 4 of list) as A* d* 
l77l7^Ae diiic w^iich tito JJrjmUj Aganty Mr* Wardert;, had pr^ttiously 
to if, 

Itt, In 1840, new lists of the Deccan Surinjams were framed by the Agent 
for Sirdars, Mr* Mills, and submitted to (^ovcrJiment with his letter No. 258, 
of the 23rd October. In these documents the Surinjam of the Wamorekur 
family was entered as No, 29 of Clai*a 1., the names of the holders and tiru 
date of original grant corresponding with the entries in the former lists jj-'e- 
pared by Mr. Wai'dcn and revised by Mr. Marriott* 

19. fn the next lists framed, which were those propared by Mr* ^,V^iirden 
as Agent for Sirdars, and submitted to Governnient with his letter No. 225, 
of the 29th December 1844, this Surinjam was entered as No* 57 of Class I*, 
as shown in tlie following extract* 
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h 

20^ Mr. WardenV lists ’wercj under orders from .Government, revised by 
hia auccesgor, Mr. Urown, and tL|^aln Submitted, witU bis letter No^ 178, of 
the 26th October 1H47» In these revised lists this Surinjam was entered as 
No. 20 of Class L, as shown in the foUowing: extract. 
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21, T have now shown liow tins Stiriryain Ims been entered in the feveiul 
documents winch have been from fii-gt to last submitted to Government, and 
it remains only to explain the error whkh has been committed xvhen Mr. 
Wiirdeifs lists of 1844 were framed, in altering a, o. 1771, the date of original 
grant assigned ii the pi'evious listi, to a, n, 1741, and thus bringing it within 
the rule laid down by the Honoi^ckblc Court of Directors in their de!Si>atch of 
the 2Gtli October 1842 a^ confening fin heredituiy tide. 

22. The founder of the family, Tfugoram, was a Silledar, to whom, by a 
Siuiud, tlic registry of which is forthcoming in the State iliary of the Jum- 
niad-ool-Awnb Khninus Ailiaiu Mya wu Ulluf (a. o, 1744-4/5), 60 beegas of 
laritl in the town of Wamorce were gmntetl, on u y^rs^ Iraae (cowl), at a 
mtc laid down, and the t^uycrnracnt manager of Wamoree (Baboorao lluree) 
was, by a Suniid registei-ed in tile diary of the same date, oi-derod, after bringing 
the amount for which the land had been thus leased to account, to debit it 
under the head of "salary” (Budul Mooshahiia) jjuid to Nogoram. 

23* The first Surinjam which the State records show to Imvebeen li&ld by 
Nagornm was a purely mifUary owe, consisting of "the Jagheer and fturdeah- 
mookec Umuls of Moiijc Vullad,Turuf liahorce, Purgmia Sungumnaii/’ 

24, l^ie precise year in which these Umuls were granted I have as yet 

been unable to ascertain; but thia is a matter of no consequence, as the 
account:^ of management of the district show that they were not held by 
I^'agoram, but by other parties as late as a. e. 175/5-36 (Sect Kliumsain) ; tlicy 
must have been to Nagonam between that date uiid n. 1764-63, 

in which latter year the accounts thow tiictn to have been in his possession. 

25. Tiie grants subsequently made to N^of/oram are shown below :— 


Diitc ^if I!fLl:1^tpy of 
^LiiuLrl nmkdug tlie 

On wliit Tcnui-s 

Kiunes of \'jllat'es, 

A. n* 

MilitiiTy.. 

Moujis Domid, Tunif Patiie, Prant Poona. 

A. o. 

i Dittg . 

CerlHjii irmuia hrluji^ing to the iVsliua iii 
the villages of thirty-aix dbtriets in the 
Niiam^s tcrritcir>'* 

A. D. i/cy-ni. 

Ditto . 

The Jajititcer I’niiil of MuiijiS Moongooswun, 
Turuf Maiinor, Mantkh Beer* 

A. m 1770-71.. 

Sfin iec ( Budul 
Mooshahira).... 

Land in nfciiije Nandgaiim, Purj^na Matiih- 

pOOl', 

A. D. 1777-78.. 

Military .. *. 

Aloujc Piniprcfi Augur, Tiinif Bahorec, Pur^ 
gnna Suii^^nmnair, exclusive of the Mokasaa 
and Ualiteti Ihnuls. 

A. n. 1781-82.. 

Personal i 

Jo'wkcrTch, Purgiuia Shewgauiu, 
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2(j, The second anti third items shown in the last parftgTa[>!i as having 
Ixeen granted in military Sarinjam U> Niigorain are proved by forthctnuiiig 
registries of Suiiuds, and hy other State recoj'ds, to have been re^iuiaed be¬ 
tween A. D. 179fi-^l7 and ] 798-99- 

27, 1'he village *vt’ Dound (the first item in paragraph 25) is shown by 
ibiiheoming accounts of management to have passetl fi^m K ago ram's hands 
in A. D. 17tiO-(57 (Suba Sectain), and not ajjain tn have been held by hiim 
28* The Umukof the village of V'uUad and the village of Pimpree Augur 
are shown by accounts of management to have been resumed and in the 
liands of the Government in A, d, 180S-09 (Teesa Myatain), and not again to 
Jiavc been alienated* 

29. I have tlius eitplained the history of the whole of the milUnri/ Skiiiujain 
granted originally to NtJfforam, subsequently held by hia sons^ and finally res tim¬ 
ed by the Peijhwa many yesns before the introduction of tire British Govern moi it. 
The town of Wamoiue was first gmntcd in Siu'injam to Bulwunt liao, 
the ison of Nagoram, in A. u. 1798-99 ‘ but it was granted in failUaTy (Pouj) 
Snrinjam, and not in lieu ob or in commutation for any formei' holding: the 
registry ol' the Suiiud mating the gi'ant is forthcoming in tire State diary oJ' 
tlic btli ZilheJ, Teesa Teesain Mya wu Wlhif. 

91. This grEuit wiWj howcvcij tlirecycursallcrwards (in a, n. 1801-02) con¬ 
verted info a ]x^i‘i5<>nitl liolding by a Suinul the registry of wlncli is forthcoi v- 
ijig in the State diary of the 23rd Sufui^ lianiuty Myatain wu Ullaf. 

32. Jt tJms ajtpcai’s tliat no Sui'injani at all was held by this family prior 
to A. D. 17.jf>-57jand it remains to uscerfain tho grounds on which the Jionoi ■ 
able Court of Directytrs have iKjen apparently misinformed on tliis subject. 

33. In Mr. Blpluusfonc’^s lists, this Surinjam was shown (see jKn'agra[di 
of this letter) to have been Jidd for Jift^ ^mrSj and In Messrs. Warden 

and Marriott'^ lists of 1834 (see paragraphs IG and 17 of this letter), and in 
Mr* Mills" lists of 1838 a. i>* 1771 (see paragraph 18 of this letter) was 
assigned as the date of original grant. It was in Mr* Warden"? lists id' 
1844 that the first alteration was mad^, and the date of original grant entered 
as A* D. 1741, the explanation afforded being as follows :—- 

" Tn tlie original lists of 1834, recorded in the Agent^s OfKce, the year 
of original grant is 1771 ; but tliis is clearly a clerical error, the Arabic year 
being tlic same as in tlie number immediately before it in the list, which 
Iras been correctly calculated to be 1741, and Mr, Klpliinstonc^a iieniark is 
til at It is ^an mdemnity for an ancient Jaghcer*^ " 

34. 1 have referred to the J^nfflish lists of 1834 recorded in the Agent"? 
Ojtiec, and find that they contain no Amble year at all, so that tlicy cann&i 
be the lists referred to* 

35* The Mtcrat/iee lists of 1834 recorded in tlie Agcut’ti Office do, how- 
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ever, show the Amhic year, but it would appear that they must have been 
inconiectly represented to Mr, Warden, as in tlictn the Ambic year^^ assign¬ 
ed as the date of the original grant of this Suriujam is mt “ the same as in tlve 
number immediately before it In the list.” In the number immediately before 
it in the list the Arabic year Esunay Arbain corresponding with 

A. D. 1741-42, is enter^ ; whereas in the next number, which is that of the 
Waniorekur^s Surinjam, tlie Arabic year entered is Esunay Subain 
corres]>ondmg w ith a* d. 1771-72, 

3Ci, lint in these Mumthee lists of 1834 not only is the Arabic year 
shown in letters, but on the smao line the year of the CJii'isiian era is shown 
in figures, and in the two cases now under discussion these figures are hot the 
same, but differ, just as the Arabic lettered dates do, the one fjxun the otiicr. 
Iji the number assigned to the Wamorckur^s Surinjam the figures entered are 
J77], while in the number immediately before it in the list’^ 1741 are tlie 
figures to be found. 

37, To illustrate more clearly what I have endeavoured in tlie last paragraph 
to d esc libs, I apjrend the following transcript of llie portion of tlie Murathee 
lists referred to i — 


VituftMT ■sntT ■511^ f^;^T 5f ^ 


The following is the English ti-auslatioii of this Mvuuihec entry;— 

“ Ql PHl'lliiJJkTIlp 


21 V^itlul Hao ATulbtir Poorundluiree». Esimiiy Arbain 1741. 
2(> 29 Puishotiun liulwimt and Krisim 

Itao ihdwufit Wamorekur*. *... Esuimy Subain 1771, 


3!). Under the circumstances 1 have explained in the last six paragraphs, 
J can only suppose that in this case fraud must be attributable to tlie AgentV 
su bi i mite cstabli sh m eiit. 

40. In the column of Remarks” in Mr, Wardeifs lists of 1S44 stated 
that "Mr. Elplnnstene's remark is that it is *iin indomuity for an ancient 
Jaglieer,’ ” and such is undoubtedly tlie ; but mare than this is stated by 
Mr, Elphiiistone, ibr m his lists the Siirinjam is kIiowil (sec paragraph 6 of 
this letter) to have been hdl*} ftfr fifti/ year:if which brings its date of grant to a 
period mutb Uder than a. o. 1751. 

41. 11 is L'Ci taiu that tlie Siirinjnm note In tilt j>ossc!&slon (if the WaTn<irc- 
kur iamily cotild not have been tljc om: rcfenotl kj liy Mr. EJplnnstono as hav¬ 
ing been held Ibi tidy years ^ fui it was giuatedj as I have stated in the 30th 
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para^^ph of this letter, as late as a, u, I79B*99, and, therefore, had only 
been held for ei£^bteen years when the war with the Peshwa broke out 

42, Among the Murathee papers relating to tins Snrinjam received from 
the Agent’s Othee, there is not one dated iu A, D* 1741, nor is there one 
containing any allusion lo any such document. 

43, I now proceed to notice the entry of this Surinjam in Mr* Brown’s 
revised lists, in which Mr* Wal'den’a remarks, quoted in the 33rd paragraph 
of this letter, were preserved in part, with the following addition:— 

“ A record in the Poona Duflur states that this Surinjamdar received the 
grant of land in tho year Khumus Arbain (a. 3>* 1744),’^ 

44, With what intention tins additional remark was inserted I am unable 

* 

tf> imden^tand, us in the 8th column of the sftm^entry the date of original grant 
jahowii to have been a, d. 174L Tliere is, however, as I have before stated 
in, paragraph 42 of this letter, no document dated in a* !>* 1741 to be found 
among the Mui^atliec records iielating to this Surinjam received from the 
Agent’s Olfice* 

Arnoiig these Muruthce documents, lioweverj is one referring to the 
iprutfi of the fiO hcegas of land in the town of Wamoree, granted in A* D. 1744, 
This is the onlf/ document which these papers contain referring to anything 
held, on any tenure, prior to a. i>* 1751* 

4b. Ah for, tlicn, us 1 have been able to ascertain, the only documenl 
refa-i'ing, in any way, to anything lield by Nugorani prior to a* d. 1751, whieli 
was bohire the Agent, Mr* Brown, when [ic piepared the revised lisU, and when 
he cijteied in them n Surinjajn of tlic value of Its* 14,089-15-6 aa granfod ia 
A. r>. I74lj was one refon'ing to pk^ce of Governtiteni landt consisting 

cjfbO bcegaSj the kftsc of which was granted to Ffagoram in A. d. 1744*45, and 
for wliich rent was lo he j^aitl to Oic faovisrnment; the payment, however, 
being, us expLiiiicd in the 22nd paragrajdi of this letter, a nominal one only, as 
Llie ai no tint was afterwards to be debited in the Goveitiment manager’s 
aecoLints, the person to whom the land was leased receiving it aa his salary or 
as a portion of Ids salury, and this payment during the whole period of the 
Ifjiisc {seven year^) amounting altogether to luj more tlian Ks* 217-8-0. 

47* As a matter which, though not atlecting the tenure on which this 
Stii'iiijEim should he held, does, nevertheless, bear upon the question of the 
jiece.ssity of a thorougli scrutiny of tlie Surinjam lists, T sliould mention that 
the ages of the holders of the Surinjam and of their legitimate male offspring, 

cntei'ed in Mr* Warden’s liijte of 1844, were preserved, in Mr. Browns revised 
lists of 1847* 

48. This Surinjam appeal^ to be one which, under the Rules laid down 
by the llonoi-able Court, (fiaragiaph 12 of IIoiioiable Court's despatch No. 17, 
o| ilie 2GtU October 1842,) is resumable after a second generation from the 
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conquest, a pensionary provision equal to half the net proceeds of the Sutin* 
jam being made for the generation nejct succeeding. 

49» The Surinjam is etill in the hands of the first generation. It was con¬ 
tinued by the British Government to three broUiers (Pumaliramj Purshoturaj 
and Krishnarao), of whom one, Purushram, has died without male issue; 
another, Krishuarao, ie an old and childless man ; and tlie third, Pursliotura, 
has several children: there aiises, thereforCj a question whether Purshotum 
and hig children can claim an interest in more than onc-tluid of the {^urhijam. 
This question 1 have discussed In my reports Nos, 392 and 400, of the l'7tli 
and 20th August 1853, 

50, The Murathee Surinjam lists of 1834, referred to in paragvapiis 33 to 
39 of this letter, are herewith forwarded for "your inspection, and I shalJ he 
obliged by your returning them as early as convenient. 

51, The Waraorekur family claim, in virtue of the Surinjam they hold, a 
sum amounting to between five and six hundred rupees per annum as compensa¬ 
tion for loae sustained by the abolition of transit duties and certain wcesses. 
Whether the payment from the public tieasury to which tliey may be found 
entitled on this account should be an hereditary one or not is a question wlnoli 
the facts now brought to uotloq afiect equally w ith the tenure on which tlie 
Surinjain is contiuuable. 

52, It seems that the persons who hold tins Suriiijam were not required 
to state their claims in writing, nor to produce the documentary proof in tlicir 
possession, eitlicr in 1844, when Mr. Warden’s lists were framed, or in 1H47, 
when tliey were revised by Mr. Browin Among the Murathee papers received 
from tiic Agent^s Office there is not a single document of the above descrip¬ 
tion. 

I have the honour to lie, 

(l^igiied) T, A. Cowp^a, Captain, 

Assistant Inana Commissioner, 


No, 2545. 

Political Depahthijnt. 

From C. J. Mansoft, Esq., 

liiam Commissioner, 

To A, Maiujt, Pisq., 

Chief Secretary to Goveiumciif, Bombay. 

Dated Kirhce, 10;/t October 1853. 

Siti,—In handing up an original letter from Captain Cowper, No. 493, dated 
19th October 1853, bringing to light a most scrioua error in connection with 
tlic Suiinjam No, 20 of ClaiiS 1. in the revised Surinjaui liste, I beg to state 
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tny opinion that there are good r^ona for fluppoaing tliat a disgitieefiil fraud 
nui&t have been perpetrated in the Agent’s Office^ by winch the public revenues 
would have suffered had not Captain Cowper’s inquijica brought the matter 
to light. 

2. I submit that various points in this case illustrate in a remarkable 
manner how little Government can depend on tlie uccuiacy of the revised 
Surinjam lists, 

3* The question alluded to in paragraph 49 was reported on to Goveiu- 
uicnt in my letter No. 3461, dated 31st August 1853. 

4. WJtli reference to Captain Cowper^s 50tli paragraphj I beg to state that 
1 have ejfamincd the Muiathee lists, and therein the two sets of figures 1741 
and 1771 are most distinctly set down w^ith their correaponding Arabic years, 
os sho wn in paragrapli 37. 

I have the honour to be, 

(Signed) C. J. Makeon, 

Inam Commisaioner* 


To If, li, Andetison', Ksq., 

SocreCiiiy to Government, Bombay. 

Zondorif Jannari/ 30/A, 1855, 

S ITT I— I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 46S9, 
dated 5th November 1853, on the Surinjaui pf the Wainorekur, being No. 33 

Class I. of Mr. Bix>wn’3 lists. 

* 

2. This rcfcreiicc involves a direct charge of deeeptiorij practised Tirst on 
me, iind, after my return hr England, on Mr* Brown, my successor, by, as I 
iini uliiiid, Bhepmrno Ramajee, the Sheri sled ar, aided by tliose who pro- 
fa sF^ed to give us the information they gathered from the Buffur in respect to 
the ages of Surinjains. , 

3. On tlTC receipt of your letter I suggested to the present Agent, Mi^ 
LeGeyt, that paragraphs 32, 33, 34, 35, 3ti, 37, 39,41, 42, 43, 44, 45, and 40 
of Captain Cowper's letter dated October 19th, 1853, should be translated to 
Bheemrao, and to the present Sheristedar, who was the Assistant in the 
time of Mr. Browii and myself, with the remark that, even supposing the fact 
that the date which was given by me ae a. d. 1741, which Captain Cowper 
sayti Is in the Murathec actually and visibly a. i>. 1771, can be explained, it 

would still remain to be shown how Mr, Brown converted a* d. 1741 into 
A. D. 1744. 

4. Bhceiurao having died about the time of my reference, the answer of 
the present Shej'istedar, Vidyadhur Punt, could alone be obtained, which, 
together with bis coriection of one anawer, and a statement by llaojee Fendsay, 



16 


APPENDIX G, 


tlie Karkoon who assisted in the preparation of Mr. Elpliinstone^a liats^ atnl 
more or leSB re viscid the more recent ones, I have the honour to submit. 

5. As 1 do not consider these answers satisfactory, I would bog to recom¬ 
mend to His Lordship in Council that the Surinjnmdar be required to prove 
his title in the farm of a trial, bb recently ordered by the Government- 

T have llie honour to be, &c, 

(Signed) John Wakdfn^ 


Translation of a Jtfurai&ee Statement ffiven £y*RAOJ£is Pendsay, alias Gunesu 
Krishn Penubay, in. the case of the Wamohekur. 

The States of Soorapoor, GudivaJ, Adwanee, and Rayuchoor were situated 
on the frontier separating the territories of the Niitam from those of the 
Peshwa. Before the year Suman Seetain (a. d. 17G7) tribute wap ruit paid 
by these States, without making a forcible demand upon them. 1 have seen 
accounts dated in about Arba KKumsain (a, d* 1763), shuwmg tliat when 
Nagoram Sirdar was Bent with Government force he c:ha^^tirted these States 
and realized the Government tribute froin them- I think tlrat if ficurcli 
be made, accounts of a prior date will be discovered, but this will tnko 
some time. He was, however, in those days, a Sirdar receiving pccuniaiy 
allowance, Nagoram^s service appears to have ^ commenced from Teesa 
Suia^een (a. d. J73S). In the year IlGl Fu&lee (a. o. 1751) the village of 
Krishnapoor, in Pui^na Pytun, was obtained (by Tbagoram) in Inam from 
Nuwab Sulabjung. The Peshwa Ballajee Bajee Kao granted (him) the 
Swumj Umul of that village in luamin Sun Sect Khumsain (a. n. 1755), At 
tliat time even the Nizam feared Nagoram, When the Umul (shaine of 
revenue of a village or district) was not quietly pa^d (to the Peshwa), it was 
Nagoram who realized it, by making a forcible demand. He was such a brave, 
renowned, and dreadful man. He had two or three hundred trm>ps of his own. 
Besides, he commanded the Government troops. After him Ramchunder 
Nagnath also made expeditions in the Nizamis territory, and commanded a 
body of liorse. After him Bulwuntnio Nagnath also had a body of horse 
continued under hia command. Thus (Wamorekur’s) three ancestors were 
Sirdar3,--'i?ae«f 12tA August* 


(Signed) UuNESH Pewdsay. 
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Case of the Wamohekur^ 


Qaesii nts* 

Explain how the date of original 
grant, Ai Di 1771, waa altered to 
A* 1741, and how Mr. Brown 
converted a. d. 1741 into a* d, 1744, 


See ^tlie translation of paragraph 
22nd of Captain Cowpcr^a letter of 
19tK October 1863, and elate what 
yon Itnow* 

See the ti-anslation of paragrajdi 

33 of Captain Cowper» letter, and 
state what you know. 

See the translation of ^paragraph 

34 of Captain Cowper a letter, and 
state what you know.' 

See the translation of paragraph 
36 of Captain Cowper's letter, and 
state wliat you know. 

See the translation of paragraph 

36 gf Captain Cowper's letter, and 
state what you know. 

See the translation O'f paragraph 

37 of Captain Cowper*s letter, and 
give your answer. 

See the translation of paragraph 
39 of Captain C6wper*B letter, and 
give an answer. 


Answers of Vidyadhvr Pitriishram* 

It appears that a, i>, 1741 was 
assigned as the date of original grant 
by an oversight, Mr, Drown did 
not convert a, tj. 1741 into A, 
1744, lie retained the same date 
which was assigned in the lists ol 
1944, and as there was ft record in 
the Poona Duftur regarding the grant 
of land in the town of Wamoree in 
A* D. 1744, he entered £Jie same in 
the colvunn of remarks. 

In Mr, Brown’s Surinjam lists of 
1847 mention is made of the grant 
of land in the town of Wamoree in 
A, n* 1744. 

1 cannot give a f^atiefactory answer 
to this. 

What Captain Cowper slat'js is 
correct. 

What Captain Cowper statea is 
coirect. 

Captain. Cowper^a atatement i& 
correct. 

The transcript appended to this 
paragraph is correct, 

1 cannot give an answer to this. 
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See the translation of paragraph 
41 of Captain CowperV letter^ and 
state ivhat you know. 


See tlie tiaiislation of pai'^^raplt 

42 of Captain Oowpei^s letter, and 
state what you know. 

See die translation of paragraph 

43 of Captain Cowper a letter, and 

See the translation of paragraph 

44 of Captain Cowper's letter, and 
state what you know. 


See the translation of paragraph 

45 of Captain Cowper^s letter, and 
give an answer* 

See the translation of paragraph 

46 of Captain Cowper's letter, and 
state what you know. 

Explain how the date of original 
grant, viz. a, d. 1771, was altered to 
A. D. 1741, and how Mr, Brown 
converted a, d* 1741 into A. D* 1744. 


Mr. Elphinstone computed the 
years from a. d, 1768, in which year 
Nagoram, the founder of the family, 
was granted certain Umuls belong¬ 
ing to the Peshwa in the villagee of 
thiity-Bix difitricte in the Nizam’s ter¬ 
ritory, as shown by Captain Cowper 
in the 25th paragraph of hi$ letter. 

CaptoJn Cowper a statement is 
correct. ' 

Wliat Captain Cowper writes is 
correct. 

Mr. Brown retained the same date 
which was given in the Surinjam 
lists of 1844j viz. a. u. 1741, and as 
there was a record in the Poona 
Duftur regarding the grant of land 
in the town of Wamoree in A. d. 
1744, lie motioned the same in tlic 
column of remarks. 

n 

L 

Captain Cowper's statement is 
correct. 

Captain Cowper^s statement is 
correct. 

Mr. Brown did not convert a. d. 
1741 into A. n. 1744. He retained 
the same date which was assigned in 
tlie lists of 1344, and as there was 
a record in the Poona Duflur re¬ 
garding the grant of land in the town 
of Wamorecin a. b. 1744, he entered 
the same in the coluion of remarks. 
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See the translatton of paragraph Tlie SurinjatndarB were not reqiiir- 

52 of Captain Cowper^s letter^ and ed to elate their daims in writingt 
state whether the S^ririjamdars were nor to produce docuEnentary proofs 
or were not required to state theiv either in 1844 or io 1847, 
claims in writing, and to produce 
documentary proof before Mr, Brown 
and the Honorable Mr, Warden, 
and if &o what ia became of the 
documents ? 


Qiuis£w/t. An^tpcr of I^aqjee I^mdsa^. 

In Mr, Eiphinstone'a lists of Ja- In Mr, Klphinstone’s lists, this 

ghecrH the Surinjamof the Wamore^ Surhijam is shown to have been held 
kur iHj&hown to have been hdd for fifty years- In regard to tins 1 

fifty ycara, wlicrcas tlie Suritijam beg to state- that tlie Wamorekur 

now in the jx^saessioii of the Wa- was granted by the Pealiwa, as mi- 

moj ckurfamity was granted as late as litary Surmjam, certain Unauls of 

A. n, 1and therefore had only about 11s. 45,000, in about thirty-six 

been luild for eighteen years when Mahals in the Nizam's territory, Slc~ 

the war with the Peshwa broke oat, in the year Suman Soctain (a. d 

State what you know about this. 1767-68). When the Soobha ih 

' Bedur was cedefl to tlie NizamV; C fij- 

vernment, Malials oi' Rs, 17,000 whicli formed a portion of tiie abovt xvcrc 
iijchided in the cession. After tlic lapse of two yeai*s, which were required 
for the confirmation of Bajec Uao Salieb on the Musnud, the village of Wa- 
moroc was granted hi military Suriiijam in lieu of the amount (Us. 17,000) 
lost in the cession. The Sunuri (making the giunt of Wamorce) docs not state 
that it was granted in commutation (for what was lost in the cession), but it 
fcliould be so inferred on the following gronuds. The Wamorekur was pre-^ 
viously deprived of eight Mahals included in hi? Surinjam. These Mahala, 
which were situated in the Soobha of Hyderabad, had belonged to the ]>er- 
sonal Jagheer of the Nuwijb, who therefoie obtained them back from the 
Peshwa In the year Khumus Subain (a, jj. 1774-75). The Peshwa conse¬ 
quently granted to the Wamorekur in lieu thereof the Surdeshmookee of 
Taloaka Ashtec, Purguna Pathree. Mr, Elphinsjtone considered, that this was 
au evidence to show that what the Wamorekur imd lost was made good by 
other grants, and as the village of Wainoiee woa (first) granted in military 
Surinjam, and as tiie revenue of this village was nearly equal to that of the 
(injlitary) Surinjam lost, Mr, Eiphmstone concluded that the village of 
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Wamorec was granted as an mdemnityi and lie therefore stated tJiat the 
Surinjam had been held for fifty years. 


Wo, rj050 ov 1856, 


Political Department, 


To Captain T. A. Cowpnsj. 

In am Commissioner Northern Division^ Poona. 


Sib,'—R eferring to Mr, Manson^s letter. No, 2461, dated the 3let August 
1863, ail'd to your report, No. 7S, dated tiie l£flh January last, relativd to the 
Surijijam of the late Purshotum Rao Bulwu^t Wamorekur, I am directed by 
the Right Honorable the Governor in Council to transmit for your infoiTna- 
tion and guidance copy of a resolution passed in this case by Government, 
under date the ] Tth ultimo, 

1 have the honour to be, * 

(Signed) II, L, Anderson, 

Secretary to OovcrnmenL 

liohnJui^ I>ecembtr 1865. 


Insolation passpd 6]/ (rovomment under date 17th Nouember 1855, 

In the case of the Sunrijam No, 20 of Class 1., entered in the names of 
Parshotum Jiao Bulwnnt and Kiislina Rao Bulwunt, tivo q^iestions arise for 
consid erafion,— 

I.—Was the Surinjam rightly placed in the First Class, or should it have 
been placed in the Second Cla^s ? 

H.^—How, witli reference to general principles and to former acts of the 
Government, ia the succession to this particular Surinjam to be arranged. 

2 . The present Surinjam consi.sts of the town of Waraoree, in the Ahtned- 
nuggur Collectorate, and some land in tlio village of Nandgaum, In the Klian- 
deish Collectorate, These were granted by the Peshwa Bajcc Rao to Bulwunt 
Rao, the father of Purshotum Rao and Krishna Rao, in 1798-99, as a military 
Surinjam, and the grant wa& in 1801-02 converted into a personal Surinjam. 
In Mr, Elphinstone's lists it is, however, stated that the grant was made ^‘as 
an indemnity for sin ancient Jagbecr,” In another eoluoin of the same lists, 
the family is stated to have been in pos^es^i^lon for fifty years. This remark, 
it may be observed, must apply to tlic ancient Jagheer, as the actual Surinjam 
entered in the list was only a grant of Bajec Rao'e, 
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3. In the lists preparei by Mr* Warden and revised by Mr. Marriott, the 
oTjginal grant was entered ns a grant of a. j>* 377K 

4. ill Mr* Warden's lists of 1844, this date of a* n* 1771 is stated to he a 

clerical error for A. n, 1741, the Arabic year being the same as in the 
number immediately before it in the hat, which has been correctly calculated 
to be 1741, In Mr, Brown'^a lists of 1847, this remark of Mr. Warden's \s 
preserved, with the contradictory addition that “the Poonet Duftur jtatei that 
thi^ Stirinjamdar received the fffttnt of lands the year Kkumns Arbain 
(A. 1744) ” 

6. it will save time at once to fitate that Mr* Warden's remark as to the 
Arabic year was erroneous. The Arabic year in the number immediately pre¬ 
ceding was JSsitnay Arbaxn (a* n* ] 741), The Arabic year in the entry now 
under discussion was £!$unay Stthain (A, D, 1771). Mr, Warden must have 
been misled by similarity of sound, 

6. Next, as to Mr, Brown's list,^placmg aside the extraordinary laxity 
of a statement which in one sentence declares the date of a grant to be a, d* 
1741, and in the next sentence asserts that the best authority, the Poona 
Buflur, fixes the grant as one of A. D* 1744, tt is necessary to inquire whether 
the second assertion, the first having been briefly and conclusively disposed 
of, conveys a correct statement of the facts* 

7. Captain Cowper has very carefully shown that all the Surinjams, inib- 
taiy or persoimi, granted to this family, were granted subsequently to the yc-ir 
17^1, This fact is consistent with the Honorable Mr* Elphinslotie's state¬ 
ment, written in the year 1819, that the family had had possession fi r fifty 
years. It remains to be examined what was the grant of 1744 entered in the 
Poona Duftur, to wdiich allusion was made by Mr, Brown* 

8. Tire only document which can be traced in the Poona Duftur, connect¬ 
ed even in a remote degree with the present discussien, h a Sunud of 1744, 
granting to Nagoram, the ancestor of the present holders, the lease for seven 
years of 6U bcegas of land in the town of Wamorce. The Government 
manager was, it appears, also ordered, after bringing the amount for which 
the land was leased to account, to debit it under the head of salary to Nago- 
ram, who was a SUlcdar. 

9. It will be observed,—Isf, that this grant waa obviously not a Surtnjam, 
but a temporary attsignment in lieu of salary; 2ndf that even if for the sake of 
argument it he admitted to be a Surinjam, the question would remain whether 
a grant cif about Ba* 33 per annum, before a. d. 1751* ia to bind the British 
Goverament to continue a Surinjam of Rs, 15,000 per annum granted after 
A. D, 1751 as^hereditary in the fullest sense of the word* To answer this 


* Ks* 317 m ecven yean* (Vide 46 tli puA^raph of Captain^Cowper^B report,) 
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question in tLe Affirmative irould he n course opposed to common ficnse and 
to the specific orders of the Honorable Court. 

10. The Right Honorable the Governor in Council has, therefore, no hesi¬ 
tation in deciding that this Surinjam was erroneously entered in the First Claas^ 
and that it ought to have been entered, and should now be entered in the 
Second Clasa, viz. those which are to be continued for two generations, with a 
pension to the third generation* 

IK This case was referred to Mr. Warden for explanation, and that gen- 
tlemaHi in bis reply dated 30th January 1355, virtually admits that a deceit 
has been practised. 

12 * The second question, as to the manner in which the Succession'to tbii; 
particular Suriojam is to he arranged, remams^for consideration. 

13. WJien the Surinjam was first under consideration, although nominally 
entered by Mr* Elph in stone as the Surinjana of Bulwunt Rao Nagnath, tliat 
Sirdar was dead, and the grantees were his sons, Purushram, Purshotiim, and 
Balkrighna. Of these, the eldest, Purushram, died in 1828, and in 1829it was 
decided in the'Revenue Department—** that no portion of the village of 
Wamooree could, under a liberal construction of the Sunud, granting it in 
ZSit Surinjiam to tbe children of Bulwunt, be resinned by Governnient/' and 
accordingly the share of Purushram was continued to his remaining brothers. 

14. This decision was not in accordance with practice. The holding 
would, under the usual custom, have either been regarded as a single posses¬ 
sion, and have been entered in the name of tlic eldest brother, or it would have 
been held to constitute three distinct Surinjams, to have been dealt with 
separately* As, however, the Government in 1829 arrived at a difibrent con¬ 
clusion, tlie implied pledge of that term must be fulfilled, and the succession 
mufit be regulated with reference to tliat decision* 

15. On the death of Pufu&hiam without issue, the Surinjam 'was continued 
to his brothers Purshotum and Krishna Hao. Puishotum is now dead, leav¬ 
ing three sons. How is the succession to be arranged with refeiiciicc to the 
claims of Purshotum’s eons and their uncle Krishna Eao on the one side, and 
the right? of Government on the other ? 

16* The three sons of Bulwunt Itao must be held to constitute the first 
generation. Puraliotum's eldest son Balkrislma must he held to constitute 
the second genei-ation* Of the first generation, (under the particular orders 
of Government in this case,) the youngc&t brother, Krishna Rao, remain a. 
He must, thei'efore, take one-half share of the f^uritijam,'—namely liis own 
third share,—and one-half of the third share of his eldest brother, Puruehram* 
Baiknshna should now receive one-lialf of tlie Surinjam,—namely the tl^ird 
share of Ills father, the late Purshotum,—and one-half of the share of his uncle, 
Purushram. On the death of his uncle Kribhiia Rao, lie should succeed to 
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the remaining half of the Surinjam. The cootinaance of the Smlnjam to two 
generations would thus be satisfied. On the death of Balhriahna, the eldest 
eon of Purehotum, the Surinjam would lapse to GoTcrnment, and a pension 
would be“ granted to the third generation (i. e. supposing hinv is natural, 
to Eurvive bis unclsi Krishna Rao). 

17. This arrangement appears to the Eight Honorable the GoYcmor in 
Council to be the most simple and the most jush It is, of course, liable to 
technical objection; for instance, it might be argued, that under the orders of 
lH2d, PuTEhotum's son cannot take any part of the Surinjam during the life^ 
time of Krishna Rao (i. that the three lives of the first generation must be 
regarded as one life, which life still exists in Krishna Itao)^ Into these, and 
other similar objections, the Rf^bt Honorable the Governor in Council does 
nut deem it necessary to enter, being cleai ly of opinion that the arrangement 
detailed in the 16th paragrapli is in a peculiar case, as before stated, the 
simplest and the most just tliat could be concluded. 
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Mo. 322 OF lSa2. 

From Cflptttin T, A, Cowper, 

* Assistant Inam CoinTnisBioncr, 

To W. IIaht, Esq.j • 

Inam Commissioner. 

Dated Pomaj I5fA September 1852, 

SiRj—*My inquiries into some cases referred for investigation have iiici- 
flentaHy brniiglit under notice several of the Surinjam lioldings included in 
the lists lately revised^ and have iuduced me to believe that in some mstancea, 
at any rule* most seriotia error has been committed in framing these lists* and 
that lai^e Surinjanis have been reported as of uii hereditary nature* which, 
under the orders of the Court of Directors on ffhicli the liata were framed, 
have no claim whatever hj he included as such. 

2. Oi^e case, and the one to which I will now confine myself, li ts 
occurred with I’Ogard to ^e ^oriiijam of Krishna Rao Neelkuut Moozumdur, 
entered as JMo. 47 of Class L (i. c. hereditary), and valued in the at 
lls. 1 l,5()4“y-l 1. A.fcw days ago, while pemsing the letter books of the Ama- 
imtdars who neaidy twenty years ago were lu charge of the Pesliwas' records, 
my attention was attracted to an abstract of evidence furnished by them, 
relating to the village of Walkee, in the Pfuggitr Golleetorate, which forms a 
portion of the Moozumdar'a Surinjam, The Amantitdars" abstract referred to 
the registry of the Sunud grautlng Walkee as liudol Mooshahira'' in 
A. D, 1756. 

3. It at once occurred to me tliat I had seen the Moozumdar's Surinjam 
entered in the lists as an hereditary one (f, e. one granted previous to A. d, 
1751), and bo it has turned out to be lUe case ; the reasons assigned in the 
lists being—There exists a record in the Poona Dnftur which speaks of the 
grant of this Surinjam in the year Echeday Khumsain (a, d. 1750),*' 

4. I have referred to the Pesliwas' diaries, and obtained a copy of the 

registry of the Sunud referred to in my 2nd paragraph: the registry distinctly 
states WaJkee to have been granted in A, D. !75fi, as “Budul Mooshahira," 
and not in lien of any previous grant. ' 

5. Under these cii'cmnstances, there seems such ft good prm^ facie cose for 
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supposing that a portion of the Moozumdar's SuFJnjam-^nd a very large por¬ 
tion toDf as Walkee is valued at nine out of the eleven thousand rupeea, (the 
value of the whole Surinjaiu—vide paragraph 2j)—was not granted in 1750, as 
recorded in the Agents lists, that 1 Jiave thought it right not to delay a refer¬ 
ence to you, in ease you should deem it advisable to submit this report for 
the oi'ders of Government, 

I have the honour to be, &c, 

(Signed) T* A, Cowper, Captain, 

Assistant Inam Comraiseioner* 


^o. 1080. 

4 

Dated Pooiia, 16fA S^tfunher 1852. 

Captain Cowpcr's letter No. 322, dated 15th September 1852, is aubmitted 
ior the orders of Government as to whether or not the Moozumdar’s tenure 
of WaJLee should be inquired into by this department. The Inam Cammia- 
sionei- Ima ali-eady had occasion to place on record his suspicion of the faults 
ness of the Suvinjaiti lists in some cases, (Tnam Commissioner's letters to 
Government, Nos. 939 and 952, dated respectively the 17th and 21st August 
1862,) by which Government are likely to suffer great permanent loss, if no 
steps are taken for the correction of eri'ors. The present discovery by Captain 
Cow per, tlierefore, ha.s not aurprised the Inam Commissioner, though it will 
most likely both aurpiise and disappoint Government and the Court of Direc¬ 
tors, wJio have imagined tiiose lists to be worthy of conhdence. 

r 

(Signed) 'W* If art, 

Inam Connnissloner. 


No, 3408 OF 1853, 


To C* J. Manson, Esq,, 

Inam Commiaeioncr, 


Political Department. 


Sir,—W ith reference to ray letter No, 4831, dated the 6th November 1852^ 
1 am directed by the liight Honorable the Governor in Council to transmit 
for your information an extract, paragraph 21, from a despatcli from the Honor¬ 
able the Court of Directors, No, 27, dated the ISth May Last, and to state that 
Govern ment awaits a further report from you on the case of Krislina Eao 
Neelkunt Moozumdar. 

I have the honour to be, &c, 

■ (Signed) A. Malet, 

Chief Secretary, 


Domha^ Castlej Ath August 1853 * 
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Extraci P&r^grapk 21 frxm a from the Honorahh (Aa Court tf 

Hv^ciors^ d<ited the 19i/t Nq^ 27 of 1853, 

Pam* 21* We regret to obfieiTe that Mr, Hart^a impression of the 
mcorTectnei4& of tlie information on which the Surinjam lists were framed is 
apparently con firmed by another instance^ tliat of Krishna Itao T^eelkunt 
Moozuindar^ the greater part of whose estate appears from the Peshwaa’ 
records to have been gmnted In 175G, and noh as the lists state, in 1750. 
This, and ail einular cases, should be referred to Mr. Warden for explanation 
and report. 


No. 497 or 1853* 


From Captain T* A, Cowpeh, 

Assistant Inam Commissioner, 

To C, J* MAiseoN, Esq., 

* I cam Commissioner*. 


lyated Poona ^ 22^M^ Ociohtr 1853, 

SiTt,^—Agreeably to the instmetionfl noted iu the margin, and with rcfoiiencc 

Chief Secretarj’h letter previous coiiespondeiice on the subject, I 

No. of tUa 4tli All- have the honour to submit a report ujion the Surin- 

iiiisaioner^i meniomndiina. onteied as ^o. 47 of Closs I* iti the 

No. theliith Idem, of Suiinjams forwarded to Government on the 

2Cith October 1847 by the Agent for Sirdars, Mr. Jlrown. 

2* Tlie entry in Mr, McDonnell's memorandum on Jaghccra re-:aiding 
this Surinjazn was as follows ;— 

“No. b*—Tatia Moozunidor.—^Exd, 


“ Ahmtidm^gur, 

Moiijo Walkee, Purgtma Panday Purgauni ****.,»* Ra* 10,249 8 l> 
Pimpree, Turuf Gaiijce Bhoeeree, Mokossa Uiuul *• 381 0 t> 

Wndnair, Tm uf Ganjee Bhoeeree, Mokassa,* **, - 390 0 0 


Total in Ahmednuggur,, ,,Pa. 11,020 8 (> 
“ Poona. 

Mouje Wudewlo, Turuf Naney Mawul, half the 


produceBs* 109 10^ 

18 beegaa of hind, Kusba Poona 18 0 0 

7 beegas of ditto, Mouje Dhandree, Turnf Havailce, 31 0 0 

JVlokassa and Babtec, Mouj^ Manjree, Turuf Havailce, 

lh aiit Poona * • #«i *, * ^«,,.,. *. * ^,. * *«i * i • SOO 0 0 
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Dalimbh^ Tunif Sundas, Prant Pocma, Mokassa«* He. 151 10 0 

Bhowrapoor, Ttiruf Bund os. Front P (Kina, Mokoesa- 77 10 0 

Total in Pdona**.* Rs, j^S7 14| 

** Khijjidf>ish^ 

Mduj4 Tatftboley Boodi-ook, Purguna ClisJeesgauro, Us. 1,143 2 0 

Hookday, PnrgunaCbalcesgaum.. 464 9 0 

Bhanaygaum, Purguna Chaleesgaum.'*.* • 666 5 0 

Total in Khandeish*.,. Rs. 2^293 0 0 

Grand Total Jaghecr..., H». 14,201 6^ 

Inah. 

A ItJticdnu^^nr. 

80 beegas of laud of Ku^ba Soopeh Rs. 30 0 0 

** Poona, 

Moujc Bopkhel, Turuftlavailaa. *,* i i » Ra^ 696 1 0 

Total Inam.. ., Rs. 725 i 0 

Grand TotalP. Ra. 14,926 7^ 

Note ,—The Mokassa and Babtee of Manjvcc, in the Poona 

Sooblm, amount to Rs. 7S3-2-0, out of which sum the Govcmmeot Lave 
Hs. 3y3-2-{), and the remainder, Rs, 500, goes to Taiia Mooaumdar, aa 
ah own on the otlier side, 

L 

“ The Burdeshmookee, Babtec, and Motassa Unitik of Tamlioley* 
Rookday, and Bhanaygaum, in Khondekh, amount to Hsp 1,226-7-0, ar^d 
belong to Government. 

6. The Duftur and district accounts, with his statement, all agree as 
to the sources, with the exception of Rs. 30 of land in Wanke, Ahmednug- 
gur dlatnet, claimed by tJie Mootsudeea, but not shown in either of the 
others* The colleetions in Ahmednuggur amount to Us, 5,595-2-0; in 
Khandeish lla. 150-9 ^ ; Kookday is stated to be desertedp The villages in 
Chalecsgaum are stated in Captain Briggs" English statement as Inani; they 
are down, however, in the Muratbeo papers, of which the other is a 
translation, as Burinjam, as which the Mootsudee himgelf also claiina 
them. His fees, pay, &:Cp he says amounted to Rs. 54,864- lie bad also the 
village of Nidhowlee in Inam from Angria, which he resumed last year, and 
he prays interference in getting it restored to him/^ 

3^ In Mr. Elphinstonek lists of Jagheers forwarded by him to the Su¬ 
preme Government on the 25th October 1819, the ** Burinjam to be continued 
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to Tatia Moozumdar^' was entered as No. 6 in the Class of Mfxitsudeeaj the 
following IS an extract fitim the lieta 
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4, With a letter No* 1‘21, d-itt^d the 2Htli October 1822^ Mr* Chaplin, who 
had succeeded Mr, Elphlristone as Commissioner in the Decean,^ submitted to 
tliti Bombay Govemrtifint a register” of restored personal Jagheers^ showtj'g 
this S^uiinjam to have bten restored to Naro Neelkunt Tatia Mooitinidar; 
the entry in the rfigijster is below exti’aeted :—^ 
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5* In the lists framed by the Deputy Agent for S'lidars, Mr. Warden, m 
1834^ tlie Surinjam was entered, as No. 7 of Class 1.^ in the name of Kri^lma 
Hao Neelkiint, the grandson of the former ineumbentj who had died on the 
Idth April 1833, and as his son^ Neelkunt Uao, had died before his father. 
Government sanctioned (Chief Secretary’s letter No. 961, of the 22nd June 
1833) the continuance of the Surinjam to the grandson. In these lists, a* d, 
1755 was entered as the date of original grant of the Surinjam, the estimated 
real value of which was shown to be Hs. 7,723-6-0, 

6. The reviflion by the Agent, Mr. Marriott, of fiifi Deputy’s lists, did not 
affect the above entry in regard to eitlier tJie dale of giraiit or the value of the 
Surinjam. Tlie number was altered, and became 24 of Cliisis L 

7. In the lists framed in 1840 by Mr. Mills, the Agent for Sirdars, the 
Bunnjam was entered as No. 27 of Class 1, ; the date of original gmnt (a. d. 
1755) which had been assigned to the holding in the lists of 1834 was pre¬ 
fer vcJl ; and the estimated real value was shown to be the same. 

8. The principles on wliich Mr. Mills had framed his lists were pronounced 
by the Honorable the Court of Directors to be erroneous, and at variance with 
their intentions j they, consequently, in a despatch, No. 17, of the 26 tb October 
1842, directed that new lists should be prepared under the following Rules:— 

I. (Paragraph 9 of Honorable Court’s despatch ,)—** That all .Tagheers 
in Ciasa I* of Mr. Mills’ list which bear dates anterior to 1751 he, as Mr, 
Elphinstone recommends, hereditary in the tbllest sense of the woi-d, 
together with those of which tlie dates are unknown, but which are known 
to be ancient." 

II. (Paragraph 10 of Honorable Court’s despatch.)—** In addition to 
these ancient Jagheers, all those of more recent date which were granted in 
commutation for the resumption of more ancient possessions (which is known 
to have been the case with some) are entitled in like manner to an hereditary 
tenure.” 

III. (Paragraph 12 of Honorable Court’s despatch.)—That with regard 
to Surinjam gi'ants bearing date subsequent to 1751, resumption after a 
second generation from the conquest, making a pensionary prevision equal 
to half the net proceeds of the Surinjam lauds for the generation next tme- 
cceding, should be the general rule.” 

IV. (Paragraph 12 of Honoiuble Courtis despatch.)—That “ cases in 
which Mr. Elphiustone may have recoraraended 'a more extended provision* 
should be separately and specially considered, as also any other cases 
deemed to require such consideration.” 

I 

9, In 1844 Mr. Warden, the Agent for Sirdars, Bubmitted lists framed 
on the piinciples laid down by the Honorable Court, and in these listis the 
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pHurinjam of Krishna Rao Neelkunt Moozumdar was entered as No. 46 of 
Class L ; A. D. 1750 was assigned as the date of original grantj bntm the column 
of " Re marks” the following explanation was afforded 

** The date of this .grant given in the lists of 1834 is a. d, 1765, tlie year 
in which the bulk of the Surinjam was granted ; but as it appears that the 
Suriniamdar's family received the village of Wndewl6 in 1760^ he has been 
allowed the benefit of tills early grant in the lusertion of liis estate in Uns 
class/^ 

The following is a complete extract from Mr, Warden’s liats. 
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10. Mr* Warden's lUts were sent for revision to lua i^uccesspr, Mr* Brown, 
with the Chief Secretary's letter Wo. 1896 of the 9th May 1840, and in this 
letter one of the prints to which Mr. Brawn^u attention was specially directed 
was the principle which Mr^ Warden had applied to the Moo^umdar's Suriii- 
jam, of considering the whole of an estate entitled to hereditary continuance 
because a very small portion of it had been granted before a* j>. 1751. 

IK The same thing had been done with regard to the Suritijam of the 
Itastia family, and Government m noticing thia, observed <paragrapli 8 
Chief Secretary's letter),— 

the statement prepared by Mr. Marriott and Mr. Warden in 1834, 
tliis Surhijam is entered an living been granted to the Rasiia family in 
the year 3 763; but Mr. Warden now states that this is an error, and that it 
wa8 granted in the year 1746. Tliis point is of considerabie importance, 
i^hice, if the latter be the correct date, this Snriiijam will, under tbe recent 
cadei'^i from the HononibJe Com t, become an hereditary grant, but in the 
fbniicr case it will be resuroable after a second generation from the con- 
ijiicst, n jicnsionary provision erjual to a moiety of half the net proceeds of 
the Siirlnjam being gmnted to the generation next succeeding. Mr.. Warden, 
in explanatlo]) of his having entered this grant in his present statement as 
having been onginally conferred in the year 1746, instead of 1763, ob¬ 
serves In the lists prepared in 1834 tlie date of the original gr^t is 
stated to !>& I7G3, which was the year in which tbiii family received tlic 
bulk of its Suj injam, namely ten lukhsi of rupees per annum ; but during the 
jnesent researches, two giimts—namely of the village^ of Mohoku" an^l 
Ikolee—have been discovered, bearing the date herein given (1746).’ The 
two villages-referred to produce a total annual revenue of its. 1,20KS-G, 
which bears a very trifling projjortion to the entire Snrinjara, wliich consists 
thirty-nine villages, of the annual value of Rs. G2/212-14-3. Before, tliere- 
fi^re. It can he admitted that the whole of tins grant waa made, a.s now 
alleged by Miv Warden, in the year 3746, instead of 1763, as entered in the 
jii’cvions statements, it will be requisite that equally clear anS satisfactory 
proof be afforded in regard to each of tbe other thirty-seven villages ae in 
the case of the tw^o viUages above alluded to.'* 

13. In Mr. Warden*s list* the value of the whole of the Moo^umdai^s 
Suiinjam had been shown at Bs, 11,504-9-11, while the value assigned to Wa- 
dewle, the grant of which in 1750 Mr. Warden had assigned (see paragraph 
9 uf thia letter) as his reason for entering the whole estate in tlie class of 
hereditary SutinjamSj waa no more than Rs* 109-10-6, or leas than one-hun- 
dr^th part of the entire value of the Sdrinjam. 

13. In the 15tJi paragraph of the Chief Secretary’s letter, Mr. Brownes 
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nltention was still further litrecteil io the nec^aity of eorrectly ascertaining 
the date of grant of each hoJding; Government observed :— 

Haring now notioed such ofthe Surinjama in Class L in regard to which 
further precise information ia required, 1 am desired to point out in what 
respects this list is generally defective, and to request that you will be 
pleased to prepai-e au amended list containing the following additional in¬ 
formation. 

** 2. Under the column headed ^ Remarka,' clear and detailed infor¬ 
mation should, in each case, be given in regard to the proofs which exist of 
the Surinjam haying been granted to the family of this holder from the date 
alleged r in all cases in which you are not perfectly satisfied of the eorreet- 
iiess of the alleged date of grant, you are requested to state your reasons 
for entertaining such doubt.” 

14. Such were the instructions under which Mr* Brown, on the 2(ith Octo¬ 
ber 1B47, submitted to Government re vised lists in which, as No* 47 of Class. 
1., Burit^am of Krishna Roo Neelkunt Morraunidai was entered as a 

grant of a, n. 1750. Not only were the very distinct lustruicticne of Govern¬ 
ment which 1 have just quoted (see irarographs 10,11,12, and 10 of this letter) 
disregarded, but the remarks in Mr* Warden's Iist^ which explained (see para¬ 
graph 19 of this letter) how the case stood, imd the following 

substituted:— 

There exists a record in the Poona Ouftiir, which speaks of the grant 
of this Surinjam in the year Eehcdny Khumaairt (a. d, 1750)**^ 

(A complete extract from the revised lists wi IV be found on the next page,) 

15* These facts were not before me when, on the 15th September 1852, 
[ reported in my letter No, 322 that the date of grant of the laq^r jjortiou of 
til is Buriujam had, apparently, been erroneously entered in llie revised ; 
it is only now,' on going thoroughly into the case, that I find the erroneous 
entry to have been made under circumstances w'hich it is no't for me to cha¬ 
racterise,—1 }>ave endeavoured to state them correctly and clearly, and I liope 
that I have succeeded in doing so. 

16* The Surinjamdar does not appear in this case to have been called upon 
to make any written statement of his claims, nor to produce the doeutiien- 
tary proof in his possession in support of them, as among the Mumthee papem 
received from the Agent for Sirdars nothing of the kind is forthcoming* 
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17. TIi 6 item;; of wluch tli6 Surmjam was composed, according to tlie 
of 1844 and the revised lleta of 1B47, arc below entered at the valuation 
winch vras af^signed to them^ and I have added a column showing the correct 
date of grant 


Dttfi of Of {gioed 
Gflmt, 



Ysliio t4Higti«d in 
LiEitBof 1l«d4 3^ Re- 
vlM^Ljsis of 1847. 


Rf;nierl(». 


j Nu^gtir CoUectorate. 

The Mokassa Ilmul, and a portion of 
j the Jagliecr and ZUlaBab Uinula of 
A. o. i 7.'jb .. ^ the village of Wudnair Khooidt Nug- 

gur Collcctofflte.^. 

'fhe MokasSfl liunnl of the village of 
Wiidewluj rooaa Collectoratc +. .. 
Land in the \illage of Dhaijoree^ Poona 

^l^ttO av abTF TT r+4A'i. 

Tatsl value of grantfl made before 

A.I Xld 17^1 ..arar-ld-B lo-pp *■ 

** Op 1 7f^2-y^.. p Land in the city of Poona.. .. 

A, p. l7y5-5Cp.. 'Die town of M^alkee^ Nuggur Collcc- 

torate .. h *. 

f The Mokasaa and Babtee Umuls of £he 
A, n. t7o7'58,< village of Manjrcc, Poona Conce¬ 
it forate . . . 

/ Tlio Mokfissa IJmnl of the village of 
Dhalinib, Pouna Collectorate..,, _ 
Ditto ditto of the Tillage of Bhowra- 
pooTj ditto ditto ...... , p 
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_ CJ 

Tambolej Boodrock^ Khaudeish Col- 

leotorate . . * *.' 

Ditto ditto of ditto of Bookday do. do. 
Ditto do. of do. of Uhnnnygaum do^ do. 


?otal value of grante ittade Aubfe- 
quently to Ap u. ] 75L P p p P. . P.. .. 10^972 8 5 

Total value of SuTinjam. ^ Bj!. 11,504 9 11 


18. The exact date of grant of the first three itema specified in paragraph 
17 has not been discovered, but letters of injunction (Takeed Putru) and 
other docunienta, either dated before A. o. 17^1 or distinctly referring to the 
holding as having been in the possession of the M'ooznmdar prior to that year^ 
have been found among tlie records of the Peahwas^ Government, 

19p The fourth item, laud in the village of Dhanoree, was granted iu 
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A. D . 1794'05, blit it waf^ in commutation for land previoitsly held in tlie city 
of Poona, and whicti Ivad been granted before A. d. 1751, 

20. Regi&triee of Sunuda granting the sixth, and seventli iteine are 
fortlicoming in the State diaries and ledgera, and show them to have been nesv 
grants, and not grants made in lieu of, or in commutation for anything held 
previously, 

21. The eighth and ninth items, the Molassa Umuls of the villages oi' 
Dhalimb and Bhowrapoor, wei-e not originally granted by the PeEliwa, in whoftc 
accounts they are entered up fo a. d. 1750-69 as alienated, the former to 
Yesliwunt Rao Bhoslay, and the latter to Ramchunder Damodhur ; the first 
entry4n the Moozumdar’s name is found in an account for a, d. 17(13-04, in 
which the Umula are shown to^have been then held by him fi'om tlie two par¬ 
ties above named, so that the transfer apparently took place at some period 
between a* d. 1759-60 and 1763-64* 

22. Neither Yesbwunt Rao Bhoslay nor Ramehunder Damodhur pos- 
fiesHcJ mitliority to alienate tlic public revenue, so that in the^ two instances, 
and in all sitnilar cases, the date of grant must, I ]>rcsnme, he held to be that 
<in winch the transfer became an authorised one, either by its entry in authen¬ 
tic accounU of the Government or by its specific recognition by competent 
authority; and even the absence of any such entry or recognition must, J 
ap[>icheiid, be construed in favour of the claimant, unless proof to the contrniy 
j^liould be forthcoming* 

23. Applying this principle to the Mokassa Utnnl of each of the two i ii- 
Jage? of Dhalimb ami Bliowrajicor, the grants have been considered i-j have 
been made in a. d. 1759-60, because there is no ]jroof tlmt that y^ ar they 
were 7 tat authorlsedly held by the Mooiumdar. 

24. The question discussed in the last four paragraphs is, however, one on 
which no decision has, as far as I am aware, been ever passed by the (ioveru- 
Mient; and if so, it seems very dcsiiable that a definite rule sliould be kid 
down. 

25* The tenth, eleventh, and twelfth items were granted by the Moguls 
in A* D, 1768, by a Sunud which wad confirmed by the Peshwa in a* d, 
1774-75* 

26* It tliiifl appears that out of the twelve items entered in the revised hsta 
at a valuation of Rs. 11,504^9-11, only four, valued at Rs. 632-1-6 (see paia- 
graphs 10 and 19 of this letter), or about Gu^ei^hteenik part of the Surinjam, 
are, under the Hulea laid down by the Honorable Court of Directors, conthm- 
able on hereditary tenure; tJie remaining portion, ofliie value of lls. 10,872-8-5 
(see paragraphs 20 to 25 of this letter), being continuabk for two generations, 
with a pensionary provision to the generation next succeeding, 

27* The present incumbent, KrialmaRao Ncelkunt, h the second holder of 
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th« Suriajam i&ince the introduction of the British Gaventmentj but ta the 
third generation since that period (see paragraph 5 of this letter)» On this 
subject the orders of the Honorable the Court of Directors, conveyed in the 
12tb paragraph of their despatch J(o, 29 dated the 31st October 1849, arc 
below quoted 


12. This estate, under the Rules laid down by us, was to be continued 

for two generationsj of which the deceased By- 
herjee Moolee counts as the first, and his son Na- 
gojee, who died before him, w ould, if he had sur¬ 
vived, have counted the second: in these 
circumstances the admission of a third generution, 
on failure of a second, was a very liberal interpre¬ 
tation of our orderflj which wc shall not interfere 


“13* The Sudajtra, vftU 
u«d 6t B«- 1J51 per tu- 
nuiDj^ ia the Ahmeduuggur 
CoUectDratCp Jield hy the 
lAt« Byhenee MooleCj bu- 
thoriicd to oe continued for 
life to the grandson of Che 
deccBicd* 


with in the prejsent case, but which must not be considered as a rule for the 
future; you ahould he detetmined, in granting or withholding such an 
indulgence, by the circumstances of the case*” 


28* An account of the Peshwa’s debts framed in a. n* 1767'68 shows that 
the office of Mooaumdar had been in A- i>. 1762^63 conferred on Baboo Dixit 
Putwnrdhun, in consideration of liis having lent to tlie Peshwa two lakhs of 
rupees- Although this account does not show the official Surinjam to have 
been transferred with the office, there can be little doubt that it was so, as it 
^as restored in a* d. 1766-97 to Naro Ncelkunt, the grandfather of the 
present incumbent, by a Suuud the registry of whiqh is fortlieoming in the 
State records. 

■ 

I have the honour to he, A:c. 


(Signed) T* A* Cowp^a, Cajitaln, 
Assigtant Inum Commissioner. 


No. 2670. 

PoUTICAL DliPAKTMEHT, 

t 

From C. J, Manson, Esq., 

fnam Commissioner, 

To A. Malet, Esq-, 

Chief Secretary to Government* 

Dated KirkeCj 24^A October 1853, 

Sin,—With reference to my letter No. 2645 dated 19th ingtani, and 
original accompaniment, relative to the Surinjam No. 20 of Class I,, in which I 
ventured to stain how little Government can depend on the accuracy ol^ 
the revised Snrinjam lists, 1 have the honour to submit another original letlei, 
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No, 497 dated 22ttd instant, from my Assistant, Captain Cowper, regarding 
tlie Sutinjam of Krishna Rao Neelknnt Moozumdar, No. 47 of Class L 

2. Tha only conclusion at which I can arrive, after perusing the first four¬ 
teen paragraphs, is that a gross fraud was practised upon Mr* Brown j 
otherwifle, he could never have departed so widely from the pointed inEtmctioria 
laid down for hia guidance in this very case. 

3. I beg to express my opinion that, for the reasona given in paragraph ^2^ 
Captain Cowper has rightly tixed the year a. d. 1759-60 os the one in which 
the grants of the Mokassa Umuls of each of the villages of Dhalimb and 
Bhowrapoor were made to the Moozumdar’s family. 

4. * The result of Captain Cowper^s investigation is to prove that out of dm 

whole Surinjam of Its, 11,504^9-11, about part Only, valued at 

Ra, 632-1-6, was actually or constructively acquired before a. d, 1751, and is, 
therefore, contiouahle on hereditary tenure, whilst the remaining portion, of the 
value of Ra- 10,872-tl-5, is '^^coiitinuable only fur two generations, with a pen¬ 
sionary pro vision to the generation next succeeding^' (see paragraph 26), and 
not on hereditary tenure also, as Government had been led to suppose. 

5. TJ le second generation has already passed away, and it remains for 
Government to decide what their intentions arc with regard to the present 
incumbent, who, although of the Ehiid generation, is only the second Aoid/r ^ f 
the Surinjam (see paragraph 27). 

1 liave the honour to be, &c* 

(Signed) C. J. Mansok, 

In am Commis'^Eoncr. 


Political Departmemt, 


To IT. L. Anderson, Esq., 

Secretary to Government, Bombay* 


Sin,—T have the honour to submit my remarks on Mr. Chief Secretary 
Malet'a lelter No. 6223, dated the Sth December 1653, with enclosures from 
the Inam Gommissionc]', regarding the Surinjam of Krishna Rao Neelkunt 
Moozumdar* 

2, This is the last unanswered reference regarding Surinjams, which I had 
put aside pending a reference to the late Bheemrao Hatnajee; and whether 
I look to the rank of the Surinjamdar, to the amount of his Surinjam, or to the 
points raised for discussion, it is the moat important of your references, 

3, Mr* Elphinstone left on record (see Mr* Blphlnstone's Surinjam list, 
“ Mootsudecs, No* 6”) that Tatia Moozumdar was a great officer of the jRa/tuf’ 
time, and had aluH 2 ys held an allowance, eslimated at Re. 14,201 j tiial he was 
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ttn ancient o^cwe of tbe and was iii po^tsession of ^reat eTnoUime^ib 

before tjie war; on fiocount of ivhich he recommended that he should receive, 
on hereditary tenure^ the whole of hU Jaghcerj which it was computed lie had 
held eijLty-hve years before the BritiEh accession. 

4. lt'i« quite impossible to believe that Mr, EJphinetone recorded tlus 
without searching the Poona Daftur ojs it came fresh from the hands of the 
T*^hwa*s own establishment, and seeking information from the Ministers of 
the Peshwft^s court who have now passed away,—not to mention that Mr, 
Elphuifltone'a memory was stored with mformation on the history of the great 
families of the countr)^, obtained <luring a long residence in the Deccan; and 
I should, tlierefore, hesitate Jong before I could prefer to what he has left us 
the resuita of Inquiries Instituted at a later time, and by persons who cannot 
have his advantages. I have no doubt the Inam Commissioner has re¬ 
arranged a number of papers which were at different times sent out of the 
Duflur, and collected a vast number which were not previously there, and 
which (hey sift with core ; but I - cannot forget that the Duftur papers have, 
Since Mr, Elphinstone’^ been scattered over the country and passed under 
the charge of many persons, of whom Ballajee Punt Kuthoo, who was neces* 
sarily despised by a great officer of the llnjas^ time,'* was one, and the noto¬ 
rious Nursoo Punt another ; and that there have been many burnings of use- 
Igbs papers, with which, by accident, important papi^rti may have been consumed ; 
and under alf these circumstances 1 must be slow to belleve that Mr. Elphin^^ 
stone left us srmneous Information, merely because the documents and per- 
Bons whereby he obtained it arc no longer foi thconiing, and it is not confirmed 
by the records which arc now in the Duftur; and ! should recommend first, 
that Raojee Pend say be asked to state, so far as he remembers, the evidence 
on w'hich Mr. Elpbinstone said tliat the Moozumdar had always held his allow¬ 
ance ; tile word '‘ always” being taken, from the context, to meati from “ the 
Rajas’ time,” which would by eidsting Rules make it hereditary, 

6. When I came, in a. d. 1W34, to look into the date of the grant of the 
component parts of tliis estate, 1 found the bulk of the Surinjam to have been 
granted in a, d. ^765, and this is confirmed by what Captain Cowper iialla 
“ the correct date of grant,” in which, of Rs, 11,604*9-11, Rs, 9,831-9-8 are 
said to have been granted m a. d- 1765-66, 

G. In addition to, and In corroboration of Mr, Elphinstone’s testimony 
as to the antiqni^ of the nlWance, we have, then, documentary proof still 
forthcoming that the bulk of the 3urinjam was in possession of the Surinjam- 
dar^s faDoily two years only later than that year, possession in which gives a 
claim to inheritatice in the fullest sense of (he word, 

7, In handing up my lists Co the Government, 1 pointed out that accord¬ 
ing to the recottU existing a quarter of a century after Mr, Elphinstone left 
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tlic Deccan, a very fimall i>ortinn only of tlic Surinjams answered the require- 
mcnta of an hereditary one,—viz., thcJiaving been in possession before a. n, 
175], and the Government appear to liave toJd my succes^v that equally clear 
mid satisfactory prt>of was required in regard to each of the other villages/" 
mid Mr. Brown reported,—There exists a i^ecord in the Poona Dufhir which 
speaks of the grant of ikh Sitrinjam i\\ the yeai‘ Eeheday Khumsain ( a . u, 
1750 )." 

8. I would recommendj secondly, that the Agent for Sirdars be requested, 
in communication with Vidyadlmr Punt, who w^bs Bhecmrfto Ramajec"s assist- 
iint, to submit to Government copy and tianslatioii of that record/* 

9. Captain Cowper, in Jiis 24tli paragraph, anggests that the question 
raised in his four previous paragraphs iu one on which it eeecia very desirable 
that a definite rule should be passed. 

JO, This question, if 1 understand Captain Cowper riglitJy, aa to 
whether the age of a sub-grant, made by a pci’aoii holding a grant of revenue, 
is to bi; computed from tlic date of such aub^grant. 

11. I am not sure that I am expected to ^tute an opinion on this point i but 
inasmuch as the lapse to the State of tJic original grant would draw down with 
it ail sub-grants held by the giuntec whose grant had lapsed, so, long an 
that grant is Tecogiiised, sub-grants from it could not lapse to the Slate. 
apply this,—if the alleged grants of Yeshwunt Rao Bhoslay and Ramchmidej 
Daniodhur have effect still, sub-gninta by them to the Moozumdar might lapr<.' 
to Ihein, blit not to the Stiite ; and, on the other hand, if tlae original grants 
have lapsed, then the sub-grants have lapsed also, unless the suh-grant^-e caTi 
show a title from the sovereign, as well as fmin tiie original! grautcca^ 

12. I do not imagine that an Jnamdar, or Surinjamdar, or any other de¬ 
scription of landholder COu]I(^ be equitably precluded finm making assignment 
of portions of such land, to have effect go long only as tlie Iiiain, or f^urinjam. 
Or other grant may last. 

13. 1 do not know whether the case under reference is one on which the 
Moozumdar lias been “called on to piove his title**; but as we hear notliing in 
Captain Cowper’s letter of die nature of his answer to the objections taken to 
his title, or of the documents produced by him in support of it, 1 conclude that 
thin remains to be done; and in the absence of all answer to the objectiona 
taken, it is impossible to come to a satisfactory conclusion oo the subject. 

I have the honour to be, &c. 

(Signed) Jo^n WARiisr]. 

Bomlat/, \9ik M/ty 1866, 
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No* 1053 ov 


Political Dbpaptmbnt* 


Me^obaikdvm*—T he Secretary to Government in the Political Departmejit 
preeenta hia compliments to Captain Cowper, and with reference to hia letter 
to the address of Mr. Maneon^ dated the 22nd October, No. 497 of sub'- 
mitted to Govemment with tiiat Officer's letter No^ 2679 dated the 24th 
of the same month, relative to the Surinjam of Krishna Rao Neclkunt Moo- 
zumdai^, begs to forward copy of a letter from the Honorable Mr* Warden dated 
the 19th May last, and requests that Captain Cowper will put the question 
to Raojee Fendsay noted at the latter end of tlic 4tli paragraph tliereof, and 
ascertain fi-om Yidyadhur Punt, through the Agent for Sirdars if necessary, 
what was the record to which Mr. Brown alluded when in the column of I’e- 
marks in his entry of Krishna Ifao Neelkuut Moo^umdar^e Surinjam be 
stated—There exists a record in the Poona Dnftnr which speaks of the 

A 

grant of this Surinjam in the year Echedaj Khumsaiu (a- n* 1750)/^ 


Ii*yfnhotf C*ftxflfi, 5/A IS'i.'S. 


(Signed) H, L. Anoehson, 

Societai'v to Governinent- 


297 ov 1K55. 

L 

■ 

POLITUJAL rinPAIlTSailKT, 
Dated P^iona., 20M March 1 Hoo* 

Captain Cowper preJMjnts hii; compliments to the Political Secretary, and in 
reply to bis memorandum No. 1062 of the 5th instant, begs to submit the 
following translation of the questioti& which, in accordance with the order of 
Government, w ere on the 10th instant put to Vidyadhur Furushram, and of 
the replies recorded (a copy is armejced),“ 

Qae^ffon.—‘In the Surinjam lists framed by the late Agent, Mr, Brown, 
Oie Surinjam of Krishna Rao Neelkunt Moozuradar is entered as No* 47 of 
ClasEi T., with" an entry against it in the column of remarks to the effect 
that tliere ia a. record in the^ Poona Duftur showing the Surinjam to have 
been granted in Eeheday Klmmsoia (a. d. 1750), State what you know 
regarding the Murathee documents upon the authority of which this entry 
was made, 

the column of remi^ka of the entry of thi^ Surinjam in the 
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Murathee Surinjajn lists the foltewing yem are entered on the evidence 
afforded by the Duftur 

TecHa Snlaseen, corresponding witli a- o. 173^^ j 


Suba Ai bairif 

do. 

do. 

I74fj; 

Eeheday Khumsain^ 

do. 

do. 

1750; 

Sect Khumsaln^ 

do. 

do. 

1765; 


1 do not know what they hive written in the English Mnis, or their aathoril.y 
for ttp 

Q.—^Statc if yon know who translated these Muretlice lists into Enghsli. 

A *—The late Sheristedar Bheemrao Ramchunder used to read the 
Murathec to Mr* Jbhn Hanson^ who translated inti.i English. 

3* Vidyadhui- Ptimslirfim s statement regarding the Murathee 1 is La is cor¬ 
rect, as on examination they are found to contain, as pointed out by him, an 
entry deseribing the Surinjam as one partially granted Imfore, and partially 
after 1. n* 17frl, 

3* It jiow, therefore, iijjfieacs that the correet date of grant wfis not only 
known, but was actually recorded in t!je Agent's Offtee, and that the altera¬ 
tion took place in preparing (he English li^ts* 

4* It may he well sueeinelly to state the circumstances under which Ihr 
Wets done, Mr* Warden included the SuHnjani in his lists of gfLiiits which, i. i 
made before a. d. ITfjl, were proposed for hereditary continuance, but at Ihe 
same lime stated that tli« hulk of it had been granted as laic a^J a. d. 17ij5* 
fhivernment relnmed Ihcscjifitfi for reviHimi to Mr. Brown, and specially de¬ 
sired that officer to rtsccrLiin and record the dale of grant of each portion of 
*nirh Siirinjani ])rnjnjjitKl to be cojit.inucd hereditarily ; and it was in nqtl^ to 
tills order that Mj-. Warden p entrv wius erased, and a remark substituted, <le- 
daring—^n^here ex I sis a record In the Poona Duflur which speaks of the granl 
of,this Sminjam in the year Eeheday Khiimsam {A, n. I7h0)''; while it now 
transpires that when this was written, the very reverse had actually been ascer^ 
tainad from the Poona DufLnr and recfuded in the Agent's Oilice* 

liaojee P(in<lhay has heen also referred to, and has fitated that to tlm 
best of his Ijclicf Mr. Elphinstonc confounded the Mooziimdar’s holding.^ 
with those of the Punt Amatya (both these fum^tioiiaries being officers of thre 
Rajas' time); hut that h<nvever this may he, the Myostumdftr’s holdings were 
not, with the exception of the small portion shown in the report now lioforc. 
tTovemmeat (sec paragraph 17 of Captain Cowper s report No. 497 dated 
the i2ud October 1853) held or granted before A. o. 1751. 

■P 

(Signed) T. A* ('owpiiw, Chaplain, 

Inam Commissionci Northern Division, 
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ISo. 3U(I OF 

PoLltlOAL DEPABlMEN'r. 

Bat^ Poona, 21 si M<i(TrJi 

Office Memorandijm.'—(! luwper presents hie compliments to the 
Politick Secretary, and, with reference to paragraph 5 of liis memorandum 
No. 297 of yesterday*a date, in which the Punt J\maCya and the Moozumdar 
are stated to have been both officers of the Hajae* time/' begs to explain 
that both were not, however, officers of the liaja: the Punt Amatya was, 
but the Moozuindar was not,—he was tlie Moozuradar of (he Peshwa^ aj'jpoint' 
cd when EaJJajce Vishwanatli obtained Che Ptshwaship.^ 

(Signed) 'i’* A* CowpEit, Cajdain, 

Inam Commissionei' Northern Division. 


No. 2o^Hi OF I85ti. 

Po Lj r k;A j. D li vx u tm t: m\ 

From 11. h. Fsip, 

Secretary to Government, l>ombiJ-y, 

Tu Caj^Uiin T. A. CowrEa, 

Special Commissi one in charge of Alienation Depai'tmeut. 

Dated Mfft/ IKOCi. 

Sui,—Jtciorriug to Mj. Mansutfs iettcr No. 2670, dated the 24th Octf>bor 
1H53, with eneloaurej I am directed by the Right Honorable tiic (joveiimr in 
Council to transmit for your information copy of a resolution p^ed theretiii 
by Government, dated the 9th instant, relative to the SuTinjam of Krislma 
Itao Neeltunt Moozumdar, which is eiitoi'ed as No. 47 of Class 1* of the re¬ 
vised lists of 1847; and to state that the questions therein embraced will 
be referred for the consideration and orders of the Honorable the Court of 
Directors, 

1 have the honour to be, &;c. 

(Signed) H. L. Anokuson, 
Secretary to Governmeut. 

Dotninij/ Ciiittidf 2Uf/i Mtfff iyjb. 
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hy the i^oard, dated 9th May 1856, 

Resolved^—T he djscuBaian nelatiife to the Surinjam of Krislim Hiio Neel- 
kimt Mooiamdar discloses, perhaps, tlie most daring of the many frauds 
whieh have been brought to light by the Inam CommUsioner. 

2. The MooKumdar family possessed a Surinjam of the value of tta, 14,201 
(Kotual), composed of villages, Mokassa Ursula, and detached lands, in the 
Colleetorates of Poona, Ahniednuggar, and Khandelsh, These were continued 
to Toftia Motjzumdar by Mr. Elpliinstonc as hereditary, on account of his 
ancestor having been a groat officer in the time of the Rajas of Sattara. 

3. The orders issued by the Honorable Court in 1842 lendercd nceessary 
!v coniplete revision of the lists, and thoise Surinjanis only were to be regarded 
as hereditary which had been grunted before 1751. 

4. j Mr. ^Varden, in Liis lists of 1844, atatetl, with refeicnee to the holdings 
of the Moo^tuindar fainily, that the bulk of the Burinjam had been granted in 
A* ij. 1755, but that as the vilhig« of Wudewle had been gianted in A. i>. 
1750, iJie Surinjaiadar had been allowed the benolit of this early gnnit in the 
Insertion of his es^tate in Class I. 

5p The value of the Bui injam was Rs, 14/JOO, the value of the village 4 
VVudewle was Rs, lOli, The tiovernniput was 1 ‘eluctajit ttr continue as bcrc lj- 
tary the whole Surinjam, on account of the early grunt of this insignifiF'cUit 
fraction ; il, therefore, directed a particular inquiry as to the date of tie grant 
iif Ciu h componetit part of the Surinjam. 

a. Mr. Wnideu^a suecesaor, Mi'. Brown, in answer to this rrlerence, 
submitted revised lists, in which tJjc whole Surinjam of Krishna Uao Ncclkunt 
Moo/iimdar was entered in Class I, Mr. Warden*s remark ns the 
grant id tEm hulk of the Sui lnjam in n, 1755 w^as withdrawn, and the fid- 
huving remark substituted 

1'bere c^cists a record in the Poona Diiftur, which speaks of the grant 

of thife Burinjam in the year Keheday Khumsam (a, ». 1750).^^ 

In the 17 th paragraph of his report. Captain Cowpcr show A from the 
PtHina Duflur the dates of the grant of each portion of the Snrinjam, From 
his slatemeut it is clear, that with the exception of the Mokasea Uitiuls of 
Bhalimb and Bhowrapoor, in the i^oona Collectorate,—to which particular 
leferencft will hereafter be made,—only four portione, of the total annual 
vttiue of Hs* 832-1-6, were granted before 1751, the rest having been granted 
^db^equcntly* 

H. A reference haii been made, at Mr. Warden's E^uggestiooj to Poona, to 
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tlie present Sberiatedarj Vidyitdliur Puruslirani} for the parpose of ascertain¬ 
ing what the record wae to which Mr. Brown alluded. That personas aruawer 
shows that Captain Cowper's statement as to the dates of the grants was per¬ 
fectly correct^ and that iufotmation in accordance with that statement was 
prepared and mt/ered tra the Mtarathee Sicrin^m Zwijj whatever may have been 
entered in the English lists, 

9* The conclusion is obvious. The correct information was given in the 
Murathee lists, but Bheemrao, the late Sheristedar (now dead), and his 
HCCompUoes, must hare taken care that that information was not conveyed to 
Mr, Brown. In the event after a few years, or at any Eubsequent period, of 
the fraud being discovered, the answer of course would he, tlmt either Mr, 
Brown or the translator had misunderstood the Sheristedar; the Murathce lists 
would show that the error was not with the latter officer. It is difficult to 
state which was the more conspicuouBj the credulity of Mr. Brown or the 
audacity of bis subordinates, 

10. Mr. Warden lays great stress upon the fact that theSurinjam was declar¬ 
ed in Mr. Elphiustone's lists to be hereditary. This is a fact which, by itself' 
has nothing to do with the discussion. The orders of the Court in 1842 laid 
down new Rules, by which the continuance of the SurinjaroEf was to be regu¬ 
lated. By those Rules the greater part of the Moo^umdar's Surinjani would be 
included in Claes II, and not in Cliiss I* Moreover, it will be seen by Captain 
Cowper'fl last report, that Haojee Pendsay wa^ of opinion that Mr. Elphin ' 
Slone confounded the holdings of tlie Moozumdar will; those of the Punt Amat- 
ya, the Moosumdar having fii-st received the seal not from the Raja of Sattara, 
hut from the Peshwa, Ballajee Vishwanath. 

11. If the Surinjam be regarded as belonging to Class 11,, It might, accord- ■ 
ing to strict procedure, be now pronounced to lapse, the present holder being 
the third generation, although only the second holder since the conquest, lie 
would, therefore, only be entitled to a pecuniary provision. The Right Honor* 
able the Governor in Council would, jiowcvcr, I'ccommcnd to the Honorable 
Court that the possession of the present moumbent be not disturbed, but that 
on his death the Surinjam be resumed. 

12. In the 21st and three follow ing paragraphs of his report, Captain 
Coivper has raised a question which demands the decision of Government. 
The Mokassa Umula of Dhallmb and Bhowrapoor were not granted to the 
Moozumdar by the Peshwa, but by Yeshwunt Itao Bhoslay and Ramchunder 
Xfamodhur, The transfer to the Moozumdar probably occurred in 1758-59, 
but the possession of the grantors appears to have existed before 1761. 
The question rai^ted is as to tlie mode in wliich grants of this kind should 
be dealt with. The Right Honorable the Governor in Council is of opinion 
that Mr. Warden, in the lllh paiagraph of his letter, has suggested tlie 
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lnTtper jirocedura : a eub-graut exists as long as the grant exiais, so far as tlie 
soveteigti power is concerned. If the sub-grant lapses from failure of heirs, 
it lapses not to 'fhe sovereign power, but to the holder of the grant,—i- e. the 
grantor of the sub-giuut* If, on the other hand, the grant lapses to the 
soYereign power, the sub-graut lapses also, unless it has been recogriised and 
eonfirmed by the sovereign power. Under this view, which ia manifestly the 
une which Justice would suggest, the Mokasaa Umnls of Dhalimb and Bhow- 
rapoor should be regarded as hereditary possessions of the Moozumdan 


9th May 1856, 
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Fioift Captain T. A* (yOwrRir, 

Assistant In am Commifysioiifir, 

I'o C. .T Maki^on, Esq., 

luiitii Comnuasionei-. 

Daicd Poona^ ^2G^A 18.W* 

Sin,—1 liiivc tliC lif.mouf, niHltir the instmetions noted iu the msirgin, li» 

I'cpoi't upon the Surinjam entered as No. IH Glass ^ * 
in tiio revised listn of Surinjanis suljmitted to Co- 
vernment by the Af^ent for Sirdars, Mr. Brcovii, on 
the 26tli October 1847. 

2. riiiii Siiiiiijam v?as entered in the Olatjs <if 
Pa^a Chiefs, as sliown below, in a mcniojamlnm 
prepared by Mr. Elphinstoneii Secretary, Mr. McDonnell 


Pfirflffrnpli 4 ef Cliicf 
Scoj'ptJiri'^H Iptetr No. 4 I 
of Ihft Soptpnilipr 

Hnd tliu Inam ('oin- 
intssioner'a letter No. KSlJ, 
of tIuE I at Uoceui bcr f^N 
iowirtf;. 


No. 5,—Kundcli Rao Rullal Poorundburec^—Exd* 

“ AilMEDNUGCUR. 

" Moujc Bamboordee Goomut, Pui^uiia Partiair. - * *^tlEs. 8 0 

** JK^cte.—Thc Mokassa of Bamhoordcc Goomut amounts to Rs. 23^, and 

belongs to Government ; the Saholi’a, Ks. 14, to Punt Suchew. The Ja- 

gbeerdar also claims a Koornn Jn Poona, By the accounts from Ahmed- 

nnggur, the collections in 1226 from his village only amoTmted to Its, 241. 

He says he ha^t Sunuda for the Koornn, hut he did not produce them; 

if he has, lus showing them and proving his right in the district will be 
suflicient." 

•p 

3. The following extract show s the entry of this Stirinjara, as No. G in the 
Class of Paga Chiefs, iu the lists of Jagheers which were transmitted by Mr^ 
Elphinstone to the Supreme Government on the 25th October 1819, 

li 
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4, Tli« Sunujani wiis acUmlly re&torcd to fCundcli Rao Bullal; thiti is 
thow’Q by a register of lestored pei'sonul Jai^hecis ^vhitli was subndttcd to tin- 
TJombay Government by Mr. Klpliinstona'is successor, Mr. Cbapiin, on the 2Htli 
October 1W22, and an extract fiom which is f^iveri below :— 



6^ In the lists of Surinjams framed in 18!14 and 1^40j this holding wns 
entered as a grant of a, d. 1740 in the name of Kundeh Rao BuUsil'' ; in Mr- 
Deputy J\gent Wai-den’s list of 1834 it stood No. 57 Class IIL; in the Agents 
(Mr. Marriott) revised lists of 1834 it became No. 41 Class IIL ; and in the 
lists of 1840, prepared by the Agent Mr. Mills, it was entered uft No. 73 Class II. 

0. In the lists jiiejiarcd by the Agent for !Sii'dai‘s, Mr, V^ardeHj in 1844, 
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thb Suriiija.m was entered as No. 39 of Clasa I,, aa hhowii in the following 
rxtrant 
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APFliKDlX I. 


In 2 of the Chief Seci etary^s lettcf No. 1447, of ihe 7i,h 

Ajiiil ]H48j the following ius^tTuctions were to Mr* Brown in regard to 

this l^urmjam :— 

“ You are, however, requested to wliat proofs esiist, independently 
of tlic Suunjain lIsLu framed in tiie year IWMy tJiat the Suiirijatns entered 
Nos. 17, 18, and 23 in this Class wore granted prior to the year 1751, the 
limit which has been fised upon by the 11 on or able the Court of Direetors 
ay giving to the holders an liciieditary title.” 

b. Mr* Brow n's repty, below quoted, was contained In the 3rd paiagi'aph 
of hU letter No. 187, of the 22nd August following — 

^^3* The Snrinjarn No* 18 shows the,t Khundo Clomajec^s Sirdarce 
title dates back as Jar as a* d, 1740, as the extract from the i^eshwa's 
Dtdtiir marked No. 2, infliefith jiaiagraph of which the village of Barnbooi' 
dee Cooniut, which is spceified by the revised list, i-* dated A. D. I75d. Jn 
the year 1798 the vilhigc of Ghlnnawul, which is dated back as far ay a* u. 
t74(), was resumed, which yhowfl that Khundo Coniajce’s title of Sirdai’ 
eoinmenccs from that year.” 


U), 'fhe wording of the paragrajdi of Mr* Brownes letter which I hiive just 
rpioted is such as to preclude the jmsslbility of my attempting to exjilain wliat 
mcaiiiiig it was intended to emivey, hut it appears to me that it must have 
misled the Ooverrunent, and I wiJ[ thcroibie briefly stale the case iis it really 
slijod. 

]1. In A, n* 1740-41 a portion of the village of Chinnawul was granted, 
hy a .Sutmd ^vhic]] is registered io the Stufe diary, to Khiuido Gomajee, aii 
his yalaiy as a horseman (Sifledui ) in the service of (Government* 

12* In A. n. 17ofi-57 Klujiido flniiuijec was fuilisei' gmnftd, by a Sunnd 
which is registered in the Estate ledger, the village of Bumbotudee (roomiit, 
exclusive of the Mokassa and Saliolra UiuuU, a*s salary (Oudul Mooshahija). 

JJ. In A* i>. 1798-33 the viHuge of Cliinnawill was resumed by a Snmid 
registered in the Nutate diary. 

14. At the introduction of the Biitisli (GoveriuneiU Bamboordec Gonnmt, 
wldcli hmi been granted in a. o. l7o{>‘57, vva*; tdt that wa>> found in the 
possession ol'the family, and ftll that was eontiiincd to them, 

15. Sne ll being the case, tlie Chief Secictaiy on the 7th April 1848 made 
a special rel'ei'cnee to Mr. Brown, who was desired to state the jnools existing 
that the Snniijnm, consisting of this village (Biimboordec GoojmU) o7?7y, had 
been granted prior to tlie year 1851. 

10. The rcjdy, if T l ightly ctmstruc tltc (Government onlei'and the oixleis 
on which the Sui iitiani lists of 1844 were directed to be revised, s^honld have 



ArPENUlX 1 * 


5 


been that the Sarmjand, ccnisistmg ot the vilJtigc of Bamboordee Goomut, 
wa& granted in a. d . 175G-57, and not prior to a, j >. 1751. 

17. Eut^ instr ad of this^ Governinent were infomed—‘^Khimdo Gomajee s 
Sii'daree title dates bark as far aa a. d. 1740 and the I'cal question at Issue 
was refened to a lengthy translation appended to the Agciit*s lettei'j when it 
could luLve been answeicd in liaEf a dozen lines—at lesist, so it seems to me* 

18, But it remains to be stated that Mr. Bmivii had been partieuhirly 

warned (paragraphs 8 and 15 of Chief Secretary’s letter No, iWiJG, of the Dth 
May 1S4G) againf?t assigning to even a nn^le componefii po^'tloH of a SurUi’ 
jam any other date than tliat on wUtch It was granted - and yet, witli 

these (Ikthict iiistrnations on recoi-dj be assigned to this Snriiijamj comj>osed 
uf merely the village of Bambbordee Goomut^ not tbc date of grant of that 
vjlluge^ nor even the date of grant of anything held by the Sui iiijanidarj. bnt 
the date on which the family had originally received a viilage wliieh they bad 
teased to lioUl ^ears before tlie close of tlie Peshwa's reign, On wliat 

grounds this was done I cannot nndersland, 

Hi. If T riglitly interpret the oi-dera of the Honorable Court on wliidi the 
lists of 1844 were frained^ niul the subsequent older of the (h'jvernmenl on 
which these lists were in 1847 revised, this Snniijam^ wliieli Is valued at 
Hs. is^ as a gi’ant of A, D. 175G-57, not entitled to liercdtiaiv 

continuiiiicCj but to continuance for two gene rations from the conquest, wdi 
a peiwonary ]>roviriLi:jn hhr ilic generation nesit Fucceeding. 

^0, 1 upiiend, for reference if required, a eoj>y of the transladmi of 

extracts from tlie IVsbwa’s records which accompanied Mr. Brov, ii*:^ lust 
i''ApIan!itio];i in tliis (^cu jwiragraph 0 of this letter.) 

!21. It docs not appear, from tbc Murathce records lelating to tins bolding 
which have been received from llie Agent’s Olltce, that the Sin injaturlar was 
ever called upon to make any statement of his claims, or to produce the 
documentary proof in support of them which he may liavc bad in bis j>f)sses- 
ttlon' ncillier does it appear llmt up to the date of the Government call for 
further exjflanatioii u/ifrrr the revised lists had been sent in (see pciragrn[di H 
of this iet(or), any attcuqit had been made to oliLaiii from the ]^eshwa‘s records 
the infirmatiou regarding the Surinjam wliicb was at last afforded, (See para¬ 
graph f) of this letter.) 

2’2. In the revised lists Mr, fd phi ns tone's recormneiidalion is entered as,— 
**To receive his Jaglieei ; diminiBihcd at his death.” But no sneh reconi- 
mendatiim ap|>cars to have been made in this case, which must, I apprehend, 
he one of those referred to in the 28th paragiajih of my report No. 1613, 
ot tbo 2nd Mayjast, and in which, as explained by the llonoraldc Mi-. War- 
lien, Mr, Blpb ins lone did uut decide nor submit any reeoinmcndatlonj hut 
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left them open questions. In Mr. Elphmslone’fl lists, the column hea<l6d 
" For what period recommended” contains the precise entry (two marks 
thus ) wliich 1 have extracted in the 3rd paragraph of thla letter, but tlieae 
marks do not appear to have been intended to denote a repetition of the 
entry last preceding and above them. 

I have the honour to he^ 

(Signed) T* A. Cowpeb, Captain, 

Assistant In am Commissioner. 


No. 3G73. 


Fram C. J. Manson, E^q., 

Inam Commissioner, 


PoUTICAL DErAHrMENT. 




To A. Malet, Ksq., 

Chief Becretary to Govemment, Bombay. 

Daicfi KlrkeCf 2(3i/f October 1853. 


Sir,—I have the honour to s^nbinit an oiigirml i-cport, No. 499 ^ of this day's 
date, from my Assistant, Captain Cow per, relative to the Sui injam entered us 
No. ]8 of Class I. of llie revised lists of 1847. 

2, This report requires little comment from me. It is a further exposition 
of the negligent manner in which the duty of revising the Surlnjam lists was 
fulBllcd by JWr. Brown. 

I have the liononr to be, 


(Signed) C. J. 

I n um Com m i f^&ionor, 


i 


No. 2531 OP 1854. 


PoiJTJrAL Departme.nt. 

To C. J. Mamson, Esq., 

Inam Commissioner. 

Sir,—I am directed by the Ilfght TLmorahle the Governor in Council to 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter, with enclosurp, No. 2673, dated the 
26th October 18.53, relative to llm Bui injatti ofKuudch liao > BuHal Boornn- 
dhurce, entered as No. 18 of Class 1. in the revised lists of 1817, 
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2. In reply, T am desired to mform you that die Agent fur Sjrdar& Ln the 
Deecan has been instructed to traitsfer this Suriujam fiom Class T* to Clasa 
II, of the above hsts, 

3. In the ISth para[^raph of Captain Cowpers letter No, dated the 

24th October IS53, js erroneously written for 1761* 

1 have the honour to bc^&c, 

(Signed) II. L, ANOunaoN, 
Secretary to Governuieiit. 

13ot»ha^ Ctisilcf lirdtlanc 1864. 


He tract Parat^raph 4 from a Despatch frcjn the Hcn&rahic the Court of 
DirectorSj dated the 12lA December^ A'b, 21 of 1856^ 

Para. 4* This transfer was perfectly correct, as the only village of which 
Kmulch Ilao lii in j^o^session was not held by hU family prior to 175L" 
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No. 149 OP 1854. 

« 

From Captdn T, A. CowpeRj 

Aseistaut Inaiu Ccimmts$ioneT, 

To C. J, Manson, Esq-, 

I Haiti Commissioner. 

Dated Deo^hutf Poona DUtrlcU, 20;A Match 1854, 
StBp—i^I hare the honour to report (tinder the instructions contained in the 
Chief Secretaiys letter No. 4175* of the 34th September 1862, paragraph 4* 
nud iiiam Comraissloner^s letter No. 1344, of the 1st December folio win;,) 
that the Surizrjam entered as No. 15 of Class I. hi the revised liata submitted lO 
Government by the Agent for Sirdars, Mr. Brown* on the 26th October 1847* 
iias apparently been eoi^inned and included in the list of hereditary estatCB 
in direct contravention of the orders of Mr, Elphmatone's Governm^intj (see 
paragraph C of this letter,) whieli distinctly authorised the release to Owdhut 
Kao Powar, as the $on of Goviitd Rao Powor, (see paragrapli 16 of this letter,) 
not of the whole of the Surinjam which he obtained* and whicli is now held 
by bis grandson Krishna Kao Powar, but of his (Owdhut Kao’s) skar^ of 
the actual value of tlie allowance enjoyed by Govind Rao and Daikojee Powar 
during the Peshwa's Government” tlmt is to say, of one-half of the estate, 
the whole of which c^eems erroneously to iiave been made over to him by the 
Collector of Ahmedtiuggor. 

2. Owdhut Rao Powar did not present himself to any British authority 
within the period allowed by Mr. Elphinstone’s proclamation* nor for several 
years afterwards \ but in 1824 he presented to the Government, of which 
Mr. Elphinstone had become the head, a petition* dated the 14th September 
1824* which was referred for the report of the Deccan CommiBsioner* Mr. 
Chaplip^^ith the following letter, No. 1477* of the 20th September 1824* from 
the Revenue Secretary, 


• Itidieiscd by CK])tuQ Cowper. 
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I mil Jii ecttid by Ihe Ilonorablc the Govemof in Council to transmit to 
you the uecoinpanyiii^ copy of a petition from Owdhut Itao Powar dated 
llie ]4tli iiistunt, and to request you will report wlietlier any provision was 
made for the petitioner, and, if not, whether lits statement of his possessions 
at the breaking out of the war be tmeJ^ 

3* Mr* Chaplin's reply, No* 81, of the 27tli September following, was 
s follows 

"'1* In reply to yout letter dated the 20th instant, enclosing copy of a 
}>etit[on from Owdhut Rao Powar presented to the Honorable the (jovernor 
in CoMncil, I have the lion our to state, for the information of Government, 
that the petitioner is tlic son of Govlnd Rap Powar, whose name, togetlier 
with that of Darhojee Powar, appears in the statement of those td whom it 
was decided that Jaglieers, or a compensation iji lieu of tliem, should be con¬ 
tinued in the Peshw^a^s dominions* 

“ 2* These persons are entered aa Slrdara, the Kumal of whose annual 

I 

allowance was Rs* 3,423, and the estimated real 
lha cUim* value of it Rs. 1,685. They not liaving appear&tl at 

the time the statement in question was drawn, it is noted that upon their 
coming forward their case was to be taken into consideration* 

“ 3* Uj>on a reference to the Duftnr, I find that Govind Rao and 

^ ^ ^ Daikoiee Powar enToved, at the breakinsx out of 

** And former po^esiaions. j j ^ ^ 

tlie war, Umula in the villages Lak, Chaude^ 
gaum, Suntrapoor, Juigaum, and Mojieygaiim, of tlie district of Bclapoor, 
estimated at iis- 1,615-10-0, as they did^ also, in the villagcfl of Kopree 
Khoord, Meerganm, and Oojnee, of I'uriif Deypoor,'the value of which 
possessions ia recorded at Rs* 882-9-0- They liad also, it would appear, 
shares in the Poigiina of Shewganm, amounting to Us. 050, and in Dolus- 
nee, in the Kotool Purguna, amounting to Us- 75, making the aggregate 
amount of their annual receipts, according to the Duftur accounts. 
Us* 3,423-3-0* 

** 4* Owdhut Rao Powar preferred his petition to me a short time ago, 

" ReaBOua for r^ectine favourably received, in con- 

hia claims now. sequence of hia long protracted absence. 


And former po^csiaions. 


his claims nofvr. 


4. Upon the receipt of Mr* Chaplin’s explanation, the Government deemed 
it necessary further to inquire, in the Revenue Secretary’s letter No, 1544, of 
the 4th October 1824,— 

Whether any and what claims to Jagheers, or compensation in lieu ot 
them, have been admitted or forfeited in consequence of the delay in pre¬ 
ferring them,’* 
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G. In replyj the Government were informed to the following cA'ec^. iu 
Mr, Chaplin’s letter No* of the 16th idem:— 

1 have the honour to suhmit, agreeably to the instructions conveyed in 
ctf Owdliut Rno your letter of the 4t]i instant;^ a list of claims to 
Rowar, compeugation for Jagheers that have been ad¬ 

mitted by me on eatisfactory reaeons being adduced for the delay iu 
preferring them* 

** I do not find that any case of actual forfeiture for delay has been dc» 
dared; and for this reaf^oiij perhapSi it may be no more than just to ad mil 
the present claim of Owdlmt llao Powar, notwitlistanding that so long a 
time had elapsed liefore it was preferred, owing to the petitioner’s absence 

ji 

on foreign service/' 

G, The final ordem of Government were conveyed in the Itevemie Sccre- 
taiy’s letter, No, IG41, of the 2Gth of the same month (October), below 
transcribed 

am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter dated the IGth 
instant, and to inform you that the Honorable the Governor in Cnuncdl 
is pleased to admit the claim of Owdhiit llao Powartobis share of the 
actual value of the allowance enjoyed hy Govind Rao Pow^ar and Dark<\jee 
Povrar during the Peshw^a’s Government, amounting to Its* per annuo., 

from the date of Owdliut Rao Powar’s petition, viz, the 14tliof last month/* 


7* The instructions of Government were communicated to the Collcf'tor of 
Ahime<lnuggur (Mr, Dunlop) in Mr, Chaplin’s letter of the 30th June 1826, 
in the following terms * 

i 

“ With reference to my letter of the 23rd of February, enclosing for your 
inquiry a memoraiidum from Owdhut liao Powar, 1 have the hononr 
to inlbrm you that the Honorable the Governor in Council has been pleased 
to admit the claim preferred by that person to liis sliure of the actual 
value of the alloivance enjoyed by Govind Rao and Darkojee Powar during 
the Peshwa’fi Government, amounting to Rfl, 1,G86 per annunij fitiin the 
date of Owdliut Rao Powars first y>etltj on, viz* the 14th September 1824, 

“ The particulars of the claim now admitted will be found in the aimexcd 
Murathee memorandum/' 

8* 1 have now obtained from the Collector of Ahmednuggur & copy 

(annexed to thie letter and marked A) of the Mui'athee memorandum’* 
which accorapanieii Mr. Chaplin's letter, and which directs the release of a 


sh<tre of the Mokassa of the undermentioned villages J 
Moka&sa cha ilissa hoed to). . i> 


Sudr hoo Gam cha 
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In T^itraf Bdapo^. 

Mouje Lak 

Ditto Chandeg&nm , ^ < i ..... i. 

Ditto Sunki^pooT .... 

Ditto Jul^um . f * *. •, *.. *. * i * ♦ * 

Ditto Moheygaum.... 


^Kb.1,59i5 


10 


0 


7 n Ttjtruf DftifpooT, 

Movje KoprtJe Kboord 
Ditto Meergaum . *. 

Ditto Oojnee ..*».«• 

In Purina 

Kusba Bodaygaam 

Mouj^ DliorfuJgaum .*.....* 

Ditto Belgium ... 

Ditto Sone Sangoce... 

Ditto Sarpch )>■ 

Ditto Dadehgatim 
Ditto Gol&hgaum .».. ^ > 

Ditto Bbenday purliun) 

The aliarc of tituinit duties loviablo in the above 8 places, 




982 & 0 

u 


&50 t) D 


In Pwywwo KotooL 

Mouje Doluaneli ..... 75 0 0 

N _ 

Total *4, *119. 3,423 3 0 

TJic Murathce memorandum further shows the estimated actual value 
of the aliovcraentioned holdings to have been Ra. l^G95j the amount specified 
jii the 2iid jiaragraph of Mr- Chaplin's letter of the 27lh September 1824, 
No- 81, ({]UOted iti paragraph 3 of tliis letter,) ap the actual value of the 
lioldiDgs of Govind Rao I* a war ajid of Darkojee Povvar, 

10. On the above order of tlie Deccan Cemniis^ioncr, the whole of the 
Buritijam, and not the share specified by the Govcrnmerit and by Mr* Cha[din, 
Eeems to have been made over to Owdhnt Rao Pawar, by whom, Euid by his 
aon and grandson, it has been held ever since. 

11. Thai Owdhnt Uao Powar had obtained poasjcJ^sion of much to which 
he, apparently, had no sort of right, was reported to Govemment by the Super¬ 
intendent of the Poona Duftur, Mr. Tiirquaiid (letter 26, of the 31 fit 
.latiuary 1349), who, however, was evidently in, ignorance of the fact that 
Government and the CommisKioner had directed the restoratian not of the 
whole, but of a part (t. u. Owdluit Rao Powaris share) only of the Surinjam 
held by Govind Kao and Darkojee Powar. 
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12* Mr* Turqiiand's letter waa referred to Acting Agent for Sirdars, Mr* 
Hunter, who reported as follows (paragraph 2 of Agent's report, No, 33@, of 
the Gth NoTembe: IS49):— 

" 2, In reply, I beg to remark that it ia not clearly established that a 
division of property, agreeably to the deed discovered by Mr, Turquanri, 
was ever carried out; but even if it were so established, 1 do not think 
that would be a sufficient reason for disturbing the present possessor, in the 
face of the facts that Darkojee had possession at the breaking out of the 
war; that that possession was continued to his son and grandson by our 
Government; and tlmt they liave enjoyed it ever since* Under these 
circumstances, I do not think it would be either politic or just to interfei e 
with tlie former decisions of Government, It appeal's to me that the only 
ground on which such interfereuce would be advisable is that of possesBion 
to the title under discussioti having been obtained by fhiud, and of tins 
there is no evidence^" 

13. Government, in their Political Secretary's letter No. 4949, of the 30th 

November 1849, expressed their concurrence in the opinion submitted by Mr* 
Hunter, who seema, however, not to have been aware of the contents of the 
Government order of the 26th October 1824, and of Mr. Chaplin's subsidiary 
iiistmctions issued on the receipt of that order, I infer that Mr. Hunt&r wmj 
not aware of tins from liis liaving based his opinion chiefly upon the suppniHcd 
fact that " Haikojce had possession at the breaking out of the war'" of the 
wi/iofe of the Surinjam of Govind liao and Darkojee Powar, and that 

possession was continued ,to his son and grandson by our Government'^; 
wdiercas Mr, ChapHin, in his letter No. 81, of the 27th September 1H24, dis¬ 
tinctly stated tlie Surinjam to be one which, *^upon a reference to the Duftur, I 
find that Govind Jfao md* Darkojee Pow-ar enjoyed at the breaking out of 
the war” ; and whereas it was in contravention of, not in accordance with the 
orders of Government, that “ }X)ssession was continued to his eon'^ (Owdhut 
tfao Powar) of the whole Surinjam, his share of which only he was gi'anted 
by Government. (See paragi'aph 6 of this letter.) 

14, Another, and a most important feature in this case, is the nature of the 
holding, which was held for military service (Fouj Surinjam), and, more than 
this, the State records contain the registry of orders issued by the Peshwa, 
directing ita resumption, on the recorded grounds of the non-performance of 
that service* This is shown to have occurred with regard to the shares of both 
Govind Rao and Darkojee Powar, although the resumptions were not final* 

35. The person to whom the continuance of his altars of this Surinjam was 
oL^ered by Mr! ElpUinatone^s Govemraent (Owdhut Hao Powar) appears to 

* lieiicised by Captsia Cowp^r. 
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have made liimsclf notorious by putting forward groundless claims ; and this 
was forcibly pointed out by the Sub-Secretary to Government^ Miv J, Warden, 
who on the 20th February 1828 thus reported upon a claim preferred by 
Owdliut Uno Powar to the Suriojain held by the Multliun branch of tlic 
Powar family 

Owdhut Rao Powar seems to attach himself to any brancli of the 
Powar family from the property of which he thinks he may derive some 
advrmtage to himself 

“ He first appeared in the Dcccati in 1824, and Mr. Seerelaiy Morels 
letter to Mr, Chaplin of the 20th, and hia answer of the 27t]i of Seiitpmber 
of that year, allow that Owdhut Powar then came forward to claim the 
Surinjam assigned by the llrltish Government to the Powars of ; 

find as lie is the son of Govind Rao of Soope, whose name, together with 
tlmtof Dajkojee Powar, appears in the statement of Surinjams to be graiittnl, 
Government was pleased, even at tlmtlate period, to^ranthiaii his share (if 
the actual value of the allowance enjoyed by Govind Rao and Daikoj{;{j 
Powar. (See Government letter to Mr, Chaplin, dated 2Gth Octobci' 1824.) 

“He now comes forward to put [s. o.jhia right to the Surinjam en¬ 
joyed by Ve&liwunt Rao Powar of Multhun. 

“It docs not seem necessary to inquire whether the petitioner is more 
nearly related to the late Mulhar Kao Powar of MuUhun than his profesi^cd 
son by adoption, Yeshwunt Rao, or wdicther that adoption way valid or 
not ; because Yesliwunt Rao, according to the Poona records, received 
nnnually from the Peshwa, after Mullmr Rao’s death, a Poshak at the 
Dufisera, ^as being tlie son of Mullmr Uao," and WhLS found by the British 
Government in possession of that Snrinjani, which was confirmed U> him by 
the British Government, and which he has now held, in right ol that grant, 
uninterruptedly for ten years. 

“ If Governmetit should think proper to question the validity of Yesli- 
wunt rUtfs adoption, the consequence of the proof of its being invalid 
might be its resumption os a Surinjam that should have escheated for want 
of heirs on tlie death of Muliiar Rao; but the petitioner could hardly expect 
that it should then be conferred on him who has already received a grant 
of liis share of the Surinjam of another branch of tlie family. 

IG. It will be observed that the Deccan Commiyaioner, who investigated 
tlie case on Owdhut Rao’s first appearance in 1824, informed Government 
(see paragraph 3 of this letter) that he was the son of Ooviad Hao 
whereas he is now stated to be tlie son cjf Darkojee Powar, the Agent for 
Sirdars, Mr. Brown, having informed Government m the 11th paragraph of his 
letter No. 148, of the 14th June 1848,— 
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“ The letter from Mr. Commissioner Chaplin, under date 27th September 
1H24, No. 81, to Mr* Secretary More, specifies tliat Owdhiit lUo is the 
son ofGovind lao ; but tlmt is a mistake, as the geiiealogieal tree, which 1 
liave examined, shows that he is his nephew/^ 

17. The estimated annual value of the Wiofe of the Surinjam at present 
licid by Owdbut Rao Powar's grandson, Krishna Rao, is, according to the 
revised lists (No. 15 of Class L, column 7), Re. 2,560^13-3. 

I have the honour to be, &:c. 

(Signed) T. A. Cowper, Captain, 

* Assistant Inam Commissioner. 


No. 3151, 

Political Department. 

n 

• Dated Del^auftt^ 25M March 1854* 

Submitted for the consideration and orders of Government, 

2. Tt seems that Owdbut Rao Powar had provision made for him by 
Government, by being allowed to succeed to a share of the Surinjam held by 
his uncle and father at the breaking out of the war. Instead, however, <d 
snccccdiug to a share only, begot possession of tlie loAufeSuiinjam, and aflcr 
him hit) eon and grandson succeeded to the whole Surinjam. This is the 
departure from Governraent oidcre which Captain Cowper brings tonotece. 

(Signed) C. J. Manson, 

Ilium Cutumbsloiicr, 


No, 2597 OF 1856. 

Political Department. 

From H, L. Anderson, Esq., 

Secretary to Government, Bombay, 

To Captain T- A. Cowper, 

Special Commissioner, in charge of Alienation Department. 

Dated 2^th May 185G. 

SiRj—i am directed by the Right Honorable the Governor in Council to 
acknowledge the receipt of Mr. Maiisoti's memorandumj No. 3151, dated the 
25tJi March 1854, with a report on the SuTinjam entered in the name of 
Owdbut Eao Pdwar, as No. 16 of Class I., in tlie revised lists of 1847, to 
transmit to you a copy of the rcsolntlon passed thereon by Govemment, dated 
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the 9th matanti and to inform you that this case wih be referred for the ordere 
of the Honorable the Court of Directors. 

1 have the honour to be, 

(Signed) H, L* AwDKHsorr, 

Bomhay CmtU, 20tk May 1856* Secretary to Government- 


Ittsalulion hy ih^ BoaTdj date^l the 9ik May 1B5G. 

m 

Resolved, ^—Two questions are involved in this inveatigation,-™ 

—Was Owdhut Rao Powar entitled to more than a half of the 

Suiinjam ? 

2jirf.“—Was the Surinjam rightly entered in the lists of Mr. Brown and 

Mr- Warden, as hereditary in the fullest sense of the word” 1 

2. It is most clearly shown by Captain Cowper, that the Surinjam having 
been vacant since the accession of British i-ulc, Owdhut Rao Powar present¬ 
ed an application for it in 1824, as the son of Govind Rao Powar. The 
Surinjuni stood in the name of Govind Rao and Darkojee Rao Powar. Mr. 
Turquand, in an able report dated 3lftt January 1849, showed that there waa 
filroiig reason for believing a division between these two persons was effected 
in A- D- 1772* It is, perhaps, unnecessary to enter into that discussion now; 
but Captain Cowjjer has proved beyond a doubt that Mr* Eljjhmstoiie’i^ Go¬ 
vernment only granted to Owdhut Rao sA^jr^oftlie Surhijam. Owdhut 
was not the eon of Govind Rao, but of the younger brother, Darkojee Rao ; he, 
nevcrtliolefis, succeeded In obtaining the whole Suiinjam, and he^ hie son, and 
grandson have retained it to this day. 

3. Again, it is shown that the Surinjam was a military Surinjam (Fouj 
Sui-injam)* This is a Clas4 which the Honorable Court has dedoi'ed not to 
he /hereditaryf imleas specially ordered to be bo, 

4. Under these circumBtances, the orders of the Honorable Court may 
be solicited,—'as to whether the Surinjam should be regarded os hereditary 
in the fullest sense of the word— the grant being one of 173G, whidi would 
place it in the First Class, hut being also a Fouj Surinjam, which, in the 
absence of specific orders, la not on hereditary holding; 2ndt the Honorable 
Conrfs ordera should be required aa to whether half the Suiinjam should be 
resumed from the present holder, who, under the decision of the Honorable 
Mr. Elphintdtone^s Government, was only entitled to a share of the estate, but 
obtained the whole* 

(True copy) 

(Signed) H* L, Akdeoson, 

Secretary to Government, 


9lh May 185d. 
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No. 175 OF 1854. 

From Captain T. A. Cdwpeh, AHsistant Inam Commissioner, 

To C. J. Manson, Eaq., Inam Commissioner. 

J)<iied D^oghurf J^oojut DisttictSf 30^ft JlforcA^ 1354, 

SiB,—I haife the honour, under the orders noted in the margin, to report 

CH.f. 1*^ Surinjam entered as No. 8 of Class II. in 

tM N«. Al7b, at the34tli the revised lists submitted to Government on the 

September 1852, por^pK ggth October 1847 by the late Agent for Sirdars, Mr. 

4 , KDid Idadi Caiamiiiioii- ^ 

Letter 1:^4, of the Brown. 

lat December following. 2 regarding thh holding in the m&mo- 

randum framed by Mr, Elpliindtone's Secretary, Mr. McDoimeJl, below 
extracted 

3.—Gungadhur Gutiesh.—Exd. 

“ Ahmednuooub- 

Ku«ba Anjulgaum, Turuf Anjulgaum, Purguna Barsee^ 

Chowthaee and Surdeslimoakce... Re. 1,405 8 0 

“ 3* The Jagheerdar states tliat he 1,405-8 [s. o.] as stated opposite, up tfj 
tile war, with 3 khundies of grain from Anjen in the Konkun, Heha&ali' 
given a statement of ’whaC he foiinerly possessed. By the district accounts 1.^ 
does not appear entitled to the Urauls on Anjulgaum: this may be, however, 
owing to the Umuls of Barsee being rented by Sudasliew Maiikeshwur, ivhose 
Karkoon states that Gungadhur Gunesli was in possession up to tlie war, 

3. fn tlifl lists transmitted by Mr, Elphin^tone to the Government of 
India on the 2.7th October 1819 this Snrinjam was entered, as sliown below, 
as No. 3 in the Class of Paga Chiefs*"(A):— 
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4. The Surinjum was abown m the regiftter forwarded by Mr- ClLaplia to 
the Bombay Government on the 2Sdi October 1822 to have been actually 
restored to Gungadhur/^ 

5. In tlie several lists framed between Ij^O and 1844 this Surinjam wa?i 
enteied aa one originally granted in a. d. 1.7G3- 

C- In the lists submitted by the Agent for Sirdars, Mr* Warden, on the 
33th December 1844, this Suiinjam was entered as ft’o, 23 of Class IL, as 
shown below:— 



On the revision of Mr. Warden's lisU by his suceessor, Mr. Brown, thie 
Stirinjam was entered as No* 8 of Class H., os shown on the next page. 
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7, Mr. Warden had in some cases assigned to the whole o^ a Surinjam att 
early date^ at which only a portion of it had been granted ; Mr. Brownes atten¬ 
tion wasj howerer, specially drawn to this point (Political Secretary's letter 
No. 1S96, of the 9tli May 1846, paragra]>lis 9, 14j and 16), and Govei’nment 
directed him, in revising Mr. Warden's lists, to assign to eacA portion of a 
Surinjam the date of actual original grant. 

8* Uow, with these explicit instructions on record, the Snrinjam now re¬ 
ported on was entered in the revised lists as a grant of a. d. 1763, 1 cannot 
nnderstand, as it was granted* nj a new ^rant^ and mt in lieu o/, or t?i commu¬ 
tation for anytking preolously heldf in a . d . 1 SOI, by a Sunud Issued by the 
Peshwa's Minister, Ballajec Koonjur, emd registered on the 29th August 1801 
(18th Rubce^ol-Akhir, Esimay Myatain wu yiluf). 

9. Not only was this the case, hut tire SurJnjauidar had furnished a wiitten 
statement, not dated, but endorsed as received by the Agent on the 6th 
January 1844, showing the correct date of original grant of the holding, and 
which Btatemeut I received witli the other docnuieuts transferred to my 
charge under the orders contained in the Chief Secretary's letter No* 6206, of 
the 30th November 1862. 

10. This holding appears to be one which should have been entered in 
Class III. of Surinjams to be continued for one generation from the conquest, 
with a pensionary provision for the generation next succeeding. 

I have tile honour to be, &c, 

(Signed) T. A. Cowfeu, Captain, 
Assistant Inam Commissioner. 


No, 3196 . 

Dattd Bclgaum, Ath Ajyrii 1854. 

Submitted for the orders of Government* 

2. This case affords anotlier illustration of that kind of error found in the 
revised lists of Mr. Warden and Mr, Brown, which makes euspicionrto necea- 
sarily fall on the Ka6ve subordinatea in the Agent’s Office who assisted in tlie 
preparation of those lists. 

(Signed) C* J. Maksoj?, 
Inam Commissioner* 

Gunf^&ilhur Uan«h, nnd id the rcvliCLl Ws, toCaviiid Rio Bl^oojcf nniJ 

Madliqw Rao Gnntfadliur Soiauii. 



ArPENDIX k* 


5 


No. 2242 OF 1854, 

PoUTlCAL DePARTMEKT. 

To P» W, LeGevt, Esq., 

Agent for Sirdars in the Deccan, Poona. 

Sir,—I am directed by the Right Honorable the Governor in Council to 
forward for your information copy of two reports, dated the 4 th ultimo and 4th 
instantj from the Tnam Commigsioner, with enclosui^s, and to gtate that from 
the facts therein recorded it ia established beyond doubt that the Surinjam of 
Gungadhur Gnnesli Somun^ entered as No. 8 of Class II. in the revised lists 
of 1847, waa erroneously inserted in that etnas, being a grant of the year 
1801-03—that ia, of a date subsequent to 179^. You are, therefore, directed 
to expunge this Surinjam from Class IL and enter it in Class HI. 

I have the honour to be, i^c. 

(Signed) H. L* Andehsom, 

Secretary to Government. 


J^omOny Ca^tief I8ifi Ma^ 1854. 




APPENDIX L. 


Wo, 1J7 OP 18M. 

rj'om Captain T* A* Cowpejs, 

^ Assistant Inam Commissioner! 

To C. J* Maneon, Esq., 

Inam CommiEgion^r^ 

Dated DeoghuTf Poona District^ A^n il 

Sin,“—I have the honour, under the instructions noted in the mai^iii, to 

Inftm Comraiasioncy'a report upon the Suriiijam filtered as No, IS of Class 

k-ttvf ^ 17 ^ 2 , uf tlie 2lat revised lists of Surinjams submitted to 

Alnrck iPiiJj the, uccani- ivv * i & 

pniiiicnta tu wliich aw Oovemuient on the 20lU October IS47 by me Agent 

Wewi til returned. for Sirdars, Mr. Brown* 

2, Tn tlie memorandum drawn up by Mr* McDonneli, prior to tlic pre- 
]»aration of Mr, Elphlnstone^e lists of Jaghecra, this liolding is not to be 
found at all. 

3. Tlic following extraet sliowa the entry in the lists which Mr. Elphin- 
sh>ne transniittcd to the Supreme Government on tlie 2Ctli October IK] 1b 
and in whielt this Surinjath was entered an No* 62 in tlie Class of Sirdars or 
great Clilefs^HA) :— 
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4. Mr, Chaplin, Mr. Elphinstone^s succeaaor aft Commirtsioner, aubmittfid 
to the Bombay GoTernment, with a letter No, 121, of the 28th October 1822, 
a regiftter of |>ersonal Jagheers actually restored, the entry iu which having 
feference to this Surinjam is below extracted;— 
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5, The detail of the restored Surinjam is rt corded in ft Mura thee list 
fi-amed at the same time in tlic Commissioners Office, to have consisted 
of the following items :— 

The Mohaisaa* Umal of the village of Wnrgaum Gheniid, 

in the Poona CoUectoratc «... h. ^ . Rs. 409 fi 0 


Ditto of Samodeh, in the Khandeisli Coliectorate1,015 4 0 

Total *., *Rfi. M2rio~0 


• Tlitre cvety reeiaon ta believe that tbla Order of tekoae ti-bs iatended to restore 
evcrytliini:^ ekiiKied b; the Mnoicmaderj e-the three far tht; velue here xtsigtied 

(tls. 19 nol^ 03 itEiteilh thut of the Mohaaaa. but of the ^oohjiLBa ^nd Surdeahmookee. 

For further pxpleDAtioilp 9ec the teeonrt phLuac pf p^regrsph GO of this letter. 

SioM the above wu wrlttea> tlie detail of the SLirinjAim contioued to the MaomnuUr hu 
been found in a etitement framed by the Decctn CoTnuoietiaiicr's Duhurdlr^ and speplfyini^ 
the itemn of each Suii)\jAtn whieli WAi continued. Tn thia atutemeut t^ree tJnnib of 
'Wurgaum Oheuud are entered at a TnLuatioii of IU, 
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6- This Suriojam was not entered in the liafs fi^nmed in 1834 by the 
Deputy Agent for Sirdars, Mr* Warden, nor on their revision shortly after¬ 
wards by the Agert for Sirdars^ Mr* Maniott; neither was it entered in tlie 
lisle framed in 1840 by the Agent for Siitlara, Mr* Mills, 

7* In the lists framed by the Agent for Sirdars, Mr. Warden, in 1844, 
tA Sorinjam was entered No* 16 of Claes H*, as shown in the following 
extmet:— 
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8. (c) Baboorao Tiimbuk died in March 1846, leaving one son, (e) Ncelo 

Babaoraop and one grandson, (f) Humakant, the ofi'sj)ring of am elder hrotficr^ 
(o) Nursinfff who had died before his father. Ti>e Genealogical Table*of the 
family is given on the next page; in bereinaflcr nlhiding to the several mcm^ 
bars, the letters aiHxed to each name in the table will facilitate reference* 













9. In the revlf«(I lists submitted by the Agent, Mi-. Brown, on the 2(>tli Octobci 1847, this Surinjam was entered, us shown 
b^r,as A'o. 18 of Class II., and shown to be then held by (c)BabooraoTrimhuk,whohad diedayear and a h*f previously t— 
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10, Meanwhile, however, a petition (referred to in the 62nd paragraph of 
this letter) made to GoverameTit, on (c) Bahoorao Trimbuk^a death, by (b 2) 
Bapoojee Kasainathj the grand-nephew of the deceased, had been referred to 
the Collector of Poona, who, on the 16lh Novetaher 1B47, No. 2469, reported 
(see paragraph 13 of this letter) upon (fi 2) Bapoojee's claim to hold a portion 
of the Surinjam situated in the Poona OoHectorate (the Mokassa Umul of the 
village of Wurgaum Ghenod) ire Inam. 

lU (e 2) Bapoojee Kassinath is the person who has during the last five 
years submitted petitions to Government incessantly, and who has addressed 
me at least a dozen times since J commenced this inquiry, I particulaily 
allude to this because I shall have to show that thia 2) Eapoojee Kassinath 
has been oil along endeavouring to procure the recognition by Government, as 
an Inam, of a holding which was released at the introduction of the British 
Goveinment as a Surinjam, which was held by (o) Buboorao Trimbuk from 
1817 to 1847 as a Surinjam, and which he, (b 2) Bapoojee Kassinatb, must, 
therefore, have well known to be a Surinjam and nothing else, (See paragraplis 
44 to 49 and 62 to 64 of this letter,) 

12, All the confusion which has taken place in regard Co this bolding must, 
however, be attributed to Uie error committed in the Poona Coilector's Office 
when (e 2) Bapeojee Kassinath's first petition was referred for report, and 
when the facta I have noticed in the last paragraph ought to have been at 
once pointed out. It is tlie more extraordinary that this Wiis nut done, 
because the entry of the holding in the Surinjam list had been made on the 
authority of a list of Surinjams furnished to the Agent on the 15th Septem¬ 
ber 1843 by Che Collector of Poona himself. (Part^rapli 5 of the AgentV 
report, quoted in the 39ih paragraph of thia letter.) 

13, The report which the Collector of Poona,' Mr, Courtney, submitted 
on the I6Lh November 1847, No. 2469, is below transcribed :— 

The village of Wurgaum Ghenud, in the Kheir Talooka of this Zilla, 
belongs to Ills Highness Jeyajee Rao SIndia, and has been grunted by him 
to Pi'ubhakur Junordbim Sunnjamee: in this village Baboorao Trimbuk 
Moozumdur held the Mokassa, Surdeshmookee, and Surpaielkee Umuls, 

“ 2, This individual died in March 1846, and, in consequence, the 
Huks enjoyed by him were suspended, pending an inquiry into tlie validity 
of the cluims of his heirs to succeed U> them. 

*'3. The petitioner, Bapoojee Kasaiuath, and his cousins, Go vind Luxi- 
mon and Neelo Baboorao, produce the undermentioned documents in support 
of their claim, translations of which are annexed, No5. L to IV:— 

** 1 , The copy of a Sunud from Raja Siiahoo Chutruputtee, dated * 
PouaU Sbood 1st, Monday, Shuk^ 47 (a. d. 1719), to the Muccaduni& 
of Wurgaum Ghenud. 

11* An original Adnyaputm fiom THmbukrao Pabliaree, Sena 
Khas Kliel, to the Muccadums of the same village, dated IBtii Hubec^ciol* 
Akbir, Sooi Sun Sulas Khumi^uin My a wu t/Uuf (a, d, 1752), 
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Iir. An original Adnyaputru from Eallajee Bajee Rao, Punt Pru- 
dhan, to the eatno^ dated fith Jummad-ool-Awul, Soor Sim Suman Khnni’' 
earn Mya wu TJlluf (a. i>. 1757)* 

“ IV, An original Adnyaputru from Mabadco Rao Bullal, Punt Pru- 
dhan^ to the same partieS| dated llth SUuwalj Soor Sun Suman Seetatn 
Mya wu Ulluf (a* b* 1767)* 

** 4. From a memorandum received from the Superintendent of the 
Poona Duftur, dated 4th June last, the following entries appear to be fortli- 
eomingin the Peahwa'a records • 

“In the * Roakhird' or day-book of23rd Sbuwal,Soor Siin Siimnn See- 
tain Mya wu Ulluf (A. u* 1767), under ‘ DufaW or diaiy, * Chitneesee 
Putrus' or lettcra for continuing to Trimbuk Baboorao Moozumdar Kia- 
but Dabharee, as formerly, the Mokassa Uraula in Wurgaum Ghenud 
village* 

“ Two letters, one to the Muccadum of the village, the other to Ballajec 
Trimbuk, Komavisdar of Tullegaum and other villages. 

* “ In the Zhurtees of Soobha Prant Joonere for Soor Sun Arba Scetain 
(a* d* 1767), page 37,—^ 

" Baboorao Moozumdar Wurgaum Ghenud, Surdesb- 


mi>Dkee on account of r^eitmuok ■*...*Rs. 40 14 0 

Mokussa on account of Its* 103 . 51 2 0 

“ Entrieg also occur in the Zliurtecs of the following year&^ thus:^— 

“ A. D. 1766, Mokasea only ,,***•.*,,,•**.,•*,, Hs* 142 0 0 

1^08, Mokussa and Surdefshmookec ..*.*>** 1B5 5 0 

1809, Mokassa only . 309 1? 0 

1313^ -ditto ditto **„*.*.*** 227 6 0 

“ 5. By a report from the Manilutdar of Kheir Talooka* the Kutnal or 
original proceeds of these Omuls amount to the following sum a ;■— 

“ Mokasaa ... ,.4 ..,>«**.**,**.,».** R^* 153 4 6 

Surdeshmookee ...*.. 122 9 11 

Snrpatelkee . 33 9 2 


Total_Rs. 309 7 7 

" The above are, however, liable to fluctuations wltli the revenue of the 
village- 
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” C. The following is the Pedigree of the original grantee : 

Bivboorno 

Kojihcr. 


Trirnhuk* 


Babooroo, Itfimchundcr^ Lusliiien- 


GopalL GoTiiid* 

IJ 

Gunesh, Trlmbak. 

“7, The Surdeshmookec and Surpatelkee Umuls are subject to servieOj 
and must, according to tlie custom of the country, be continued to the licirs 
of the deceased. The Mokassa Umul is stated, in an order dated ii>th Ajn-il 
1820, by the Collector to tlic Mamlutdar of Kheir Talooka, to be a Zut 
Surinjam or personal allowance to be continued to Babooruo Trimbuk, but 
it is not inserted in the list of Suiinjams in tliis ofSce, 

'*8, In tlie oi iginal Sunud, wliich is represented to have been lost, and 
the copy of which is product^d by the petitioner, no mention ia made of tlie 
gi'ant being in perpetuity; the pci'iod of enjoyment from the date of this 
Sunud to the conquest of the Deccan is ninety*eiglit years, and by two 
generations in succession to the original giuntee, 

** 9 . The period of enjoyment prior to the conqueat,^—reckoning from the 
date of the original documents produced, viz* tlie Adnyaputrus granted by 
Dabharec and Ballajee Bajee Uao Pcahwaj-^is from the former sixty*six 
years, and from tbc latter sixty-one years, and both by one gcncmtion in 
succession to the original grantee. Both these Adnyaputrus, however, refer 
to the previous enjoyment of the Umuls, and in that granted by Dabliaree 
tfpccinl reference is made to their having been lield by IBaboonio Konher, 
tlie father of Trlnbuk. Baboorao, to whom they were then continued. 

“ 10* Should this Mokassa Uaml' be considered as coming under the 
operation of the liulcsfor the admission of claims to succeed to Inam lands 
and charitable allowances, passed-by Government under date 23 I'd 
June 1842, the jictitioncr's claim would appear, under dausf^is lat and 3rd, 
Section II., to be dcscrvirg of tlie favodhthJe consideration of the Honor¬ 
able the Governor in Council/^ 


I 

1 

1 

NiiTsro. 

N«?lo* 

Koasianth. 

1 


1 

Itumakfint. 

Kassuiath. 

Eapoojet 

(pctitioiuc'T)* 
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14. The Collector was mistaken in supposing the village of Wui^niik 
Gheoud to belong to Sindia^ and to be held from Sindia by Prubhakur 
Junardbun SurinjanHei'i it is one of the vjllegea ceded by Sindia to the British 
Government under theTi-eaty of Surje Aujungaum^and found at the conquefit 
of the Deccan in the hands of Prubhakur Junurdhun, to whose father Sindia 
had previously to the Ti-eaty alienated it; atid it waa^ under the orders convey¬ 
ed in the Itevenue Secretary's letter No. 2249, of the 15th November 1829, 
continued by the British Government—not by Sindia—as a life^rant to the 
then holder^ Prubhakur Junardhun. 

15, It will be observed that the Collector of Poona in his 7th paragraph 
alluded to the fact of the Mokosaa Umul of Wurgaum Ghenud having been 
held in Surinjam,—adding, however, ^^hut it is not inserted in the list of 
Surinjams in this office/* I Iiavc in my 12th paragraph explained that it 
was included in tlie li^^te of SurinjaniB fumished to the Agent for Sirdai‘s on the 
15th September 1843 from the Poona Collector's Office, 

IG, With Ills report, the Collector submitted to Government translations 
of the four documents produced by (e 2) Bapoojee Kassinath, and enumerated 
in the SihI imragiuph of the re[)Ort; and it is remarkable tliat in not one of 
these documents was the holding ppecibcd or alluded lo as an Iiiam. 

17. On the receipt of Mr, Courtney’s report, Government questioned his 
dehnition of the Surdeshrnookee and Surpatelkee Umuls os being subject to 
service, and called for some further explanation, to which, and to the corre- 
spcjiidence which took place on the subject, 1 need not fuitlier aUude, as it 
does not, apparently, affect the question upon whi^di my report U no^v 
required, 

18. In a letter No, 46Sl, of the 30th November 1843, Hie Revenue Com¬ 
missioner Soudiern Division, Mr. Townsend, laid before Government llie 
explanation called for regarding the Surdeshmookee and Surpatelkee Umuls, 
and concluded liis report with the following recommendation:— 

“11, From a consideration of the correspondence now Eubmitted to 
Goverrnnent, I am induced respectfully to state my conciuTcnce In ilie 
Poona Coileclofs report dated IGth November 1847, No. 24G9, alreatly be¬ 
fore Governmeut,” 

19. Government on the 29th December 1848 replied (Mr. Acting Revenue 
Secietary Courtney’s letter No, 8082) to the Revenue Commissioner in tlio 
following terms:— 

“ 1 have been directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No, 4061, 
dated the 30th ultimo, vrith enclosures, furmehing the information called for 
in Mr, Secretary Goldsmid’a letter No, 5084, of the 7th December 1847, to 
the address of the Collector of Poona, and to convey to you the autliority of 
the Right Honorable the Governor in Council to the continuance of tlic 
Surdeshmookee and Mokassa Umuls therein referred to, hereditarily, as 
recommended by you, 

** 2. The Surpatelkee is stated to be an Umul or sub-division of the 
21 . 
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revenue; 1 h^vo been inAtructed to request tb^i you will etate vrbetb^r this 
LH correct ^or whether it is not u Wutun, and the bolder, of neceseity, a 
Burpatel T* 

20* A good deal of correepotideuce ensued regarding the Surpatelkee 
Umulj which ended in the following order, conTcyed to the Revenue Commis¬ 
sioner in the Revenue Secretary's letter No* 4414, of the i2th July 1849 

Adverting to your endoreement No* 2487, dated the &tb ultimo^ hand¬ 
ing up a letter from the Acting Collector of Poona regarding the Surpatel- 
kee alluwanec in the village of Wurgaum, claimed by Bapoojee Kassinath, 
Moozunidnr, I have been directed to state that as thia item, whether an 
Uinul or a Huk, would seem to be liereditary independently of service, the 
Right Honorable the Governor in Council has been pleased to sanction it 
being so contiiined, as has already been sanctioned in Mr, Acting Secretary 
Courtney's letter No. 8082, of the 29th December last, in the case of the 
Sardesiimuokce and Mokassa Umuls claimed by this individual.*^ 

21* The ease very shortly afterwards again came before Government, 
consequent on rcprcscutatiuiis mode by various memhci'S of the family, ’wln> 
complained that the holding had been entered in the wrong name in the 
CoUoclor'ift accounts, and this resulted in the following order, conveyed in the 
Reviinuc Secretary's letter No* 677, of the ISth January 1850, addressed to 
the Revenue CctiiuiTssioner Southern Division 

''With reference to your report No* 4685, dated the 27 th ultimo, on the 
petition from Ncclkuiit Baboorao Moozumdar, inhabitaut of Kusha Ghakmi, 
Piirgufia KbcLr, of tlic Poona Colletturate, I llftve been directed by the 
Right flfinoi^aLlc the Governor in Council to acquaint you, for the informa¬ 
tion of th<i Collector of Poona, tliat the continuance as hereditary of tho 
allowances sanetiuned in the Goveniinent letters of ^th December 1S4S, 
No* 8082, and 12th July 1849, No. 4414, has been authorised in favour of 
tile male lineal descendants of Baboorao Konber* 

“ 2, The petitioner lias been referred to the Culleetor of Poona for a 
reply to his petition*** 

22 * Iti the meantime, however, tlie holding, which had been included as a 
Surinjam in the revised lists of the 26th October 1847, had been panctioned 
as such by the Honorable Court, and its continuance aH k grant of A* D. 1767 
to two generations from the conquest, with a pension of half the net proceeds 
to the tliird generalion, authoriflcd under the general sanction conveyed in the 
8 th and 12tli puragraphs of their despatch No. 15, of the 22nd May 1849* 

23, The Agent for Slrdarfl, accordingly, made the requisite intimation to 
the Collector of Poona in the following letter. No. 61, dated the 16th 
February 1850:— 

“ In forwarding to you an eitract from the revised Surinjam list (No, 18 
of Class II.) which has been sanctioned by the Honoi-able Court of Dircc- 
torisi, I have the honour to request that you will continue the Surinjaim in 
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your Collectorate to Neeltflnt BaliooraQ, Tvho Is entered a$ the legal huir of 
Baboorao Trimbuk Moozumdar,” 

24, On the rec,;ipt of the Agent's letter, the Collector of Poona made the 
following report to Govpmment, No. 481, of the 23i'fl Fcbinary 1850:— 

''In your letter to the Revenue Commissioner Southern Divisionj 
No* 677, of the 19th ultimo, Government sauotinned the continuance as 
hereditary of the allowances authorised in llic Goveriuucnt Icttenj dated 
29th December 1848, No. 80S2, and 12th July 1849, No. 4414, in favour 
of the male lineal deacendaDts of Baboo rao Konlier Moo7.timdar* 

"2, I have now the honour to submit copy of an'extract from the 
statbment of modem Surinjams in the Deccan which are to be held for one 
generation after the death of tlic present incumbent/ forvvai ded to this ofKce 
by the Acting Agent with his letter No, 61, of the 16tli instant, copy of wliicli 
is also annexed, from which it will be seen that I am therein requested to 
continuej on the tenure set forth in the extract, to Ncclkunt Babooj ao, the 
legal heir of Baboorao Tiimbuk Moozumdar, the Mokassa of the village of 
Wurgaum Ghenud, wbicli is one of the allovvatmos SEmetioned to be con¬ 
tinued as hereditary in the orders of Government above referiod to, 

“ 3, In the 4th column of the above extract it isf, yon will observe, stated 
that' the Surinjam to be continued to the second, and tbe pi^cscriljod pen¬ 
sion granted to the third generation,' and in the 15th colmnn that' the 
portion cLaitned by the Karkoons who have appeared is to be contitmciH 
hereditarily/ 

'' 4* Baboorao Trimbuk, the person stated in the 4th column of this ex¬ 
tract to be the present iheumbent, died in March 1846, and from the gtiiiealo- 
gical table given in the 6l]i j^aragraph of my rcjjort No. 2469, of tlie Ibtli 
November 1847, It is showm that tlie male liciiis of the original giantcc, 
Babootao Konher, arc now divided into three distinct branches* 

" 5* Orders have been already issued, in conformity witli the instruc¬ 
tions quoted in tbe 1st paragraph, to enter the allowances sanctioned 
by Government as hereditary to tJie male lineal descendants oftlie original 
grantee, in the names of the three branches into wliich the family is now 
divided t I have, therefore, the honour to request the orders of His Lordship 
in Council as to whether any alterations should now be made with respect 
to the Mokasaa Umul, which is entered, as 1 have above stated, in the 
extract received from the Agent, in thenamc of Neelkunt Baboorao alcuic, 
and on a different tenure, in supersession of the instfuctions contained in 
your letter above adverted to,” 

25* In reply, the Collector of Poona was informed, in the Revenue Sccre- 
tary^fi letter No, 2409, of the 30th March 1850,— 

''With reference to your letter No* 481, dated 23rd February last, I 
have been directed by the Hight ‘Honorable the Governor in Council to 
request you wil! &vour him with information as to whether the ciaima of 
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the Kafkoons referriid to in column 15 of thB extract of the gtatonient ap- 
jjendcd to the letter No* 61 > dated 16th ultLino^ from the Acting Agent for 
Sij’dars, wiU be found at all embarrassing if you are authorised to continue 
to act on the mstructions given in (jovernmeut letter No. 677, dated I9tli 
January lust." 

?36* The opinion (No. 192, of the 9th May 1850) of the Agent for Sirdars, 
which Government had called for, and which is below transcribed, was eub- 
luittcd with tlie Poona Collector’s letter No* 1263, of the 21 at May 1850:— 

1 have tlxc lionour, in the absence of the Agent on leave, to acknow¬ 
ledge the receijjt of your letter No. 1067, dated the 26th ultimo, requesting 
an early rejJy to your previous communication. No* 841, dated the 4th idem, 
transmitting copy of a correspondence relative to the Sminjam of the late 
Neclkunt Babooitio Mooitiimdar, and asking for the information required by 
Govcniment m their letter No* 2407, of the 30lh March last. 

** 2. in reply, I beg to obverve that the Karkoons referred to iu the 
15th column of the extract of No. 18 Class IX. from the statement of the 
modern S min jams in the Deccan are identical with the Moozumdar* The 
remark in tliiLt column has been tnonscribed from the Honorable Mr. 
l’.l[di!nHtone's statenient, from wliich an extract is hereto appended, which 
will show tlxat it was made by him on the name of the Senajmtee* The 
portion there referred to is identical with the possession of tlie Moozumdars, 
who w^ere Kmkoona of the Senaputee. The tenure, however, stated by 
Mr* Elplunstonr, has been chEuiged, in consequence of the Rules laid down 
by the Honorable the Court of Directors in 1842, which led to the forma¬ 
tion of the Surinjam listB. 

3* I am not aware of the grounds on w hich the decision communicated 
in Government letter No* 677, dated 19th January last, was arrived at, but 
for tlie reason above stated, 1 do not think,* in the event of Government a 
adherence to it, that the claims of the Karkootis will be found at all embar¬ 
rassing*” 

27. Government replied in their Ilevem^e Secretary** letter No, 4555, of 
the 8lh June 1850, and authoriaed the Collector of Poona “to continue to 
act on the in&tructiong given in the Government letter dated the 19tli January 
lost, No. 677,” 

28, This decision was protested against by (a) Neeb Baboorao, who had 
been entered in the revised Surinjam lists as the person to whom the 
f^urinjam should be continued as the second generation, and who on the 26th 

* Hie fact of this being the holding of wfl/ oflf fnU vf ikra XEtkoons of Dbbharee, ^hoae 
StirinjiBnii Sir- E1phia»ton4 continued, tod of nil three holditigu having been continued on 
the mmf tenuis, must bare cKiped the Agent; one of these Sunnjams is entered ia 
the revised liau ■» No. 22 of ClMk I,; the other doe* not appear to be enured at ah. 

(Signed) T* A. CowrsA, Captaiu, 

A&aistuit Inaia Commitiioner. 
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January* 1S61 addressed Government, requesting that it might be aoccnliTiued 
to him as the rightful heir* 

29. This petititu was referred to the Agent for Sirdars, who, ou the 5th 
March 1851, No, UO, reported as follows :— 


*^The Agent for Sirdars in the Deccan has the honour to refer the Right 
Honorable the Governor in Council to Mr* Hunter's rejiort dated lUth 
February 1850, on a petition from the petitioner, and to the Government 
letter replying thereto. No. 1064, dated 5th March 1850, and to state that, 
in conformity with the Surinjam lists of 1847, the petitioner alone* is enti¬ 
tled by the law of descent to hold the Sunnjam fur his life, with a pension 
equal to half the proceeds of it to his childi^ii, the petitioner being the sole 
heir of Haboorao Trimbuk Moozumdar, the first Jlritish grantee, as will 
appear in No* 18 of Class II, of the Surinjam list of 1847* 

It appears, however, from a communicatiojit received from the Collector 


of Poona, that on the death of Ihe fatjpr of the petitioner, tlie Surinjam 
formed a subject of inquiry in the Teriiturial Department, the result of 
which was that Government sanctioned (letter from Secretaiy jii the Terri¬ 
torial Depai tmenC, Revenue, to the Revenue Commissioner Soiithein Divi- 
flioni No, 677, dated 19th January 1850) the continuance of it on heredi¬ 
tary tenure to the male descendants of the original grantee, by wliom it is 
now enjoyed* 

“ When the final instructions of Government on the Surinjam lists were 

forwarded to the Collector of Poona, the question wns 
again agitated, as appears fi-om the papers noted hi 
the margin, and Government finally adhei'ed to their 
former decision in favour of tlio male descendants of 

p 

the original grantee, 

** The Agent would respectfully observe that the 
decision of Government is not in accordance with the 
established Rules which regulate the descent of 
rinjams. The parties to whom the Surinjam hag 
been transferred are the collateral heirs, and their 
names do not appear in the Surinjam list of 1847, Should tJiis decision be 


" Jjctter fvrrni the Cu!-' 
lectnr of Podiih Ui 
Secretary in the Territo- 
riftl DepEirtTnentjNth ^81, 
28ril FebruEiry 

im 

Reply to the above^ 
,'jr^l Mnrcb 1850, 
No, 

" Letter from the Chief 
Secreting* ^555, 

fljitcd 8th June 1850, to 
the Collector of Toona.** 


• Acertifieate of hciraliip, dated the fltli November Ifi lft, No. 851, appears to have been 
granted, under the provision* of Re^^ulation VI 11 of I837j by Mr* Brown* as Mffe, to Neelo 
Eaboorao, qfltr the receipt of a protect dated the 5tJi September 10^5 from the other Kein- 
bera of the foudly, bringing to the Judge^s notice llic ejtistenee of (r) Rumaknut nod others* 

(Signed) T. A. CoWi’Riit, Captain, 

Mfiatant Inaui Commiesioncr, 

+ This appeara ta be the communicatidiii No, 6519, of the lltb October I'^GO, tefernid to 
in the 15th clause of tbc tiOth piirii^iraph of this letter as that in which the Collector dutinotly 
stated that " EuTuakuit Nuning belonged to the eldest brapeh of the fflmilj,"* 

(Signed) T. A. Cowpeh, CaptaiD, 

Auistaat Inam Commluioner, 
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adhered to, a precedent will he formed by which otlier& with similar preten¬ 
sions will come forward and urge their claims.” 

30. I should here state that on the death of (0) Eaboor^ Trimbuk the 
Khaiideish portion of the Surinjam had, the Collector, Mr, Elphinstone, 
reported (No. 743, of the I7th May 1851, to the Revenue Commissioner North¬ 
ern Division),been continued to the son (b) Neclo Baboorao, on the authority 
of the revised lists; this, however, turns out not to have been the case, and the 
mistake has been pointed out by Mr. Elphlnstotie^B successor, Mr. Mansfield, 
in paragraph 2 of letter to Government No. 380, of the 30th January 1853. 

31. The proceedings in tills ease were imported to the Ilonomble Court of 
Directors Ly the Bombay Government in paragraphs 31 to 23 (below quoted) 
of a despatch No. 62, dated the 15th July 18^0:— 

“21, In paragraphs 135 to 137 of our letter dated the IGtU October 
last, No, 133, we had the honour to inform your Honorable Court that 
we had authorised tlie contiAance, hereditarily, to Bapoojee Kassinatli 
Moozumdar and others, of eertuin Umuls in the village of Wurgaum 
Ghenud, in the Kheir Talooka of the Poona Zilla, 

“ 22. When Bubmitting tliis ease fur our consideration in the Revenue 
Depaitment, the Collector, it appears, was not aware that the 
portion of the claim had been considered and reported on by the Agent Ibr 
Sirdars, nor were we ourselves aware, when tlie claim came be lore iisi the 
second time, that it had been already decided In the Political Dejjuitment 
in a leas favourable manner to tlie claimant, consequent on your Honorable 
Court's instructions conveyed in ijaragrapli 30 of your political de&patcli 
No. 15, dated tlie 32nd May 1840. 

25. Our reasons for adlieriug to the deckion passed iti the Revenue 
Department are detailed in the accompanying proceedings.'^ 

32. The reply of the Honorable Court, conveyed in the 66tb and G6th 
paragraphs of their political despatch No. 10, of the 12tb February 1851, was 
as follows- 

“65. When you passed this decision in the He venue Department, you 

were not aware tliat we bad, ill our political letter dated 
“ Revenue letter dated , j ^ i i ■ i i 

I5tli July, Ktj. 62 of the 32iid May, No. 15 of 1849, paragraph 30, decided 

1&50, gl to Mokassa Umuls of this family should not be 

cdntinuanc* liereditarlly Considered hereditary. You are, however, still of opi- 
to bapoqjeti Kaaiiuath tliat the decision in the Revenue Department was 

pf c^^^UuiSs ili'thfi correct, and your Preaident states that although the 
^ Wurgauaa, original grant, as ascertained from tJie Simuds and 
' * records, is show^n in the revised Surinjam Hat to hava 

bean conferred in A. n. 1767, the documents forwarded with the Collector's 
report of 16th November 1347 show that the allowance waa originally con¬ 
ferred in A. n. 1719. 

“ 66. If this be correct, the allowance should, under the general rule laid 
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down ]by usj Ije considered hereditary ; but it is with much regret that we 
leam the existence of fto serious an error in the SurinjamlistSj on which we 
necessarily depended for the groundg of fact on which all our decisions on 
the continuance or resumption of Surinjams have been passed/" 

33, T!ie whole case was next referred to the Inam Commissioner, Mr, 
Hart, who was desired, in the Revenue Secretary's letter No, 7301, of the 
15th July 1851, to submit bia opinion on the point at issue as to the parties 
to whom tile grant should be continued,” 

34. Mr, Hart on the 4th August 1851 submitted the following report. 
No, 7 

** d have the honour of replying to your letter No, 7301, dated 15th July 
1851, regarding the continuarvee of certain Umnls claimed by some descend¬ 
ants of Trirnbuk Baboorao Moozumdar, 

** 2. The copies of correspondence which Accompany your letter show 
that, alkr much consideration, Governmertidccided (vide Government letters 
Nos, 5f)7 and 4555 of 1850, dated li)th January and 8th June in that year) 
that all of the Umuls in question should be continued hereditarily to the de- 
sc<Midants ot‘ Baboorao Konher,—tliat is, a^ 1 understand it, that (government 
lifis pledged itself not to resume any of the Umulg so long as there may 
be in existence any male heir of male descent from Babooi’ao Konher, 

** 3, At the same time, it appears from Mr. lilphitistone'slist, frum those 
since prepared by the Agent for Sirdars, and from the nature of the title 
flccds forthcoming, that the Umuls of the village, however designated, hu^o 
been held as personal Surinjam by the claimant's family. 

* 4. It would, therefore, appear tlmt it is the hereditary continuance of 

a personal Surliijam to ^hich Government has pledged itself, as stated 
above in my 2iid paragraph* 

“ 5, If this be the case, in order to redeem the pledge of continuance to 
the male heirs of Baboorao Konher, and at the same time to uphold the 
custom of SQiinjamee succeHsioii, a breach of which might lead to incon¬ 
venience, as explained in tlie last paragraph of the Agent's report to 
Government, No. llO, dated 5tU March 1851, it will be necessary, 1 think, 
that Government should, while declaring the Umuls hereditojy os above, 
order that they should be made over to the management of the person who 
may be the eldest son of the eldest brancli of the family, leaving its other 
members to settle with him for any shares to which they may, possibly, 
have a right, 

‘*6, In applying this plan. Government might issue a notice to the 
several members of the family, informing them that the Urauls ore to bo 
continued by Government, according to its pledge, so long as there shall be 
in existence any male heir in male descent from Baboorao Konher, but 
that the name of the person who from time to time may he the represen¬ 
tative of the oldest branch of the family is to be enter^ ia tb^ accoujita^ 
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ind he alone is to be recognised as Waheewatdmr^the others bei^g left to 
settle w^ith him for any claims they may have on him for shares or other- 
vvise. It does not cleaily appear from the genealogical tables contained 
in the correspondence* whetherj according to this plan, the Umuls should 
be given up to the management of Neelo Baboomo, or bis brother Sfurseo, 
or (if he be dead) to the son of the latter; but one of these three must 
represent the eldest branch of the family/^ 

S5. The Inam Goiumisaioner^s reportj quoted in the last paragraph, ^-as on 
the 27tb September 1851 referred to the Collectors of Khandeisb and 
Poona, with letters from tlie Revenue Secretary, nunibered respectively 9437 
and 9438, inquiring whether they (the Collectors) could see any objection to 
the arratigcment jirojjoBed by the Inam Commissioner regarding the continu¬ 
ance of certain Untuls claimed by aome descendants ofTrimbuk Baboorao 
Moozumdar.*^ 

* 

3(j* Tile Collector of Poona, IVJr. Courtney, replied on the SOtli September 
J8ol, Pio. 2807, that lie was " aware of no objecUon to the arrange ment pro¬ 
posed by the Inam Commissioner: it seems, however, to be a point which 
Goveinment alone is competent to decide/^ 

37. The Collector of Khandeish, on tlic 29th January 1853, No. 280, replied 
that lie could “ see no objeetltiti to the manageraent of these Umula being 
inadc over to the ddeat son of the eldest branch of the family, whose name 
should be entered in the village accounts*" 

38. With die Chief Secretary's letter No, 3941, of the 30th August 1851, 
the past jjroccedings (exclasine of tlie Inaiii Gomuiisaioner's report of the 4th 
August 1851, No. 7) in tills case w'ere, together with an extmcl paragrapjia 
86 andfifi fiTom a den^iatch from tlie Honorable the Court of Blrectcurs, No. 4, 
datet! the I2tii of February last," (quoted in paragraph 32 of thin letter,) for- 
wiirded, for any remarks oj explanation he might have to offer, to the Agent 
for Sirdars, Mr. Brown, whose "specjal attention’^ was "^^leqnested to the 
remarks of the Honorable Court at the dose of the 66tb paragraph. 

39. The Agent’a I'oply, No. 432, of the ]5th December 1851, is below 
transcilbed:— 

** I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter, No. 3941, 
dated the 30th August last, ti^ansmitting, for any remarks or explanation 1 
may have to offer, copies of proceedings on the subject of certain Umuls in 
the village of Wurgaum Ghenud, in the Poona ZlUa, leather with an 
extract paragraphs 65 and 86 from a despatch of the Honorable the Court 
of Directors, No. 4, dated the I2tb February last. 

2. In reply, I beg to state that the name of Babooreo Trimbuk 


• '■ Ij/, in paK^pli e of Pooaa Collectar^i report No. dated ICtt Kimmber 
1847; 27uit in puapapb 3 of tlie Ri^ht Honorabk tlie GoT»iiar*i Minute dated ISih 

Much laso.*' 
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MQPxumdar iit recorded in the revised SurinjaiiL] lists under No. IS in Class 
IL, liiid the following possessions are therein shown to belong to him 


“ Mokassa of Wnrgamn Ghenud, in Poona Jig, 409 4 0 

Ditto of Saniodeh, in Khandelsh ... ^0 6 


Total_Ils, 960 3 6 

“3. Tlie Umuls designated Surdeahmookec and Surpatelkee are not 
entered in the Surinjam liste* 

4, The grounds on which the two Mokassas have been entered in the 
Surinjam lists are that the Commissioners in the Deccan, the Honorable 
Mr. Elphinstoue and Mr. Chaplin, have considered the Mokaesas as Surin- 
jam, and these UmaU are, accojtJingly, found, in their respective lists, from 
which ex tincts are anne:£ed. The Karkoons alluded to by the Commissioner 
are fipecihed by Mr. Chaplin: one of the three Karkoons tliere mentioned, 
Baboorao Trlmbuk Moozumdar, is stated to have possessed a SurJnJam of 
Ha, 1,424-10-0 (Kumal estimate)- The order of the Commissioner for the 
restomtion ofthe Umuls shows that this amount was made as follows:— 


Mokassa of Wurganm Ghenud ^ ^Hs. 409 6 0 

Ditto of Samodeh ^ «•*»«.> i. * * 1,015 4 0 


Total,*.. Re. 1,424 10 0 

“Value of the Mokassa stated in the Chor Chittee and in the revised lisf 
is the same ae regards the village of Wuigaum, but it differs as regards thr 
village of Samudeh, which dilfercnce is to be accounted for by the circum¬ 
stance that the amount stated in the revised Surinjain lists is net revenue, 
while that stated in the Ctior Chi tee is the Knmal or gross amount. 

^'5. I beg to annex translations ofthe two Sun uds issued by the Peshwa 
Madhow Itao BuUal, dieted 1768 and 1769 respectively. These documents 
distinctly state the tenure of the grant to be Surinjam, and allude to the year 
1767, which. In the absence of any furtlier praofj haa been held as the date 
of the grant. The Commissioner in the Deccan viewed it in the light of 
Surinjam, and continued it accordingly, I do not, therefore, see any reason 
why the grant should be disposed of under the Rules alluded to in the 10th 
paragraph of the Collector Mr. Courtney’s report dated the 16th November 
1847, UjS Inam lauds, particularly as the Collectors of Kliandeish and Poona 
have both in their Jliaree Puti us drawn out on die 15th September 1843 
(extracts of wliieh are annexed), liave [s. o.] recognised and i^tated the 
MokasEfa of these two villages as Surinjauis, and the year they were granted 
is specified, as a, n, 1767* 

** 6* Daboorao Trimbuk was the first British grantee, and the Surinjatn 
Jield by him should, according to the rule of succession to Surinjams, de¬ 
scend to his soH Neelo Baboorao. The collateral heirs, Bappoojec Kasainath 
and others, can, therefoi-e, have no claim to a Surinjam of their grand-uueJe. 

"7, BiibooiWs uucestoi'^ >vcrc Karkoons of Dabhareo, uud, tJicrefore, 

3 L 
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the f^rant to then) xvas necessarily of a Sui Injaio ciiamcidi^ 1 woukl aoticc 
here that the term Surmjam came into use m the reign of Madhow Kao 
Biillalj who called by that term all foi nicr grants which were made on con¬ 
dition of service to the State, and which in the ijifancy of the Muratha 
empire had been designated by vague tcriaa signifying support, maintenance^ 
remuneration, &c, 

8. With reference to the date of tlie grant, it appears that Bapoojec 
Kassinathj the grand-nephew of the deceased Buboorao Triinbuk, produced 
a paper purporting to be a coj>y of a Suuud of the Sattara liuja dated 1710- 
In the absence of any proof of the existence of tlie original Sunud, and of its 
authenticity, J do not consider that it should be considered a vgditi docu¬ 
ment, Another paper, purporting to be an order of Dabharee Seiiaputec 
dated 1753, is produced by the same peraoni but I do not see among the jiro- 

* ceedinga befoi-e me how its authenticity was tested. The thiid is an order 
of the Peshwa dated 1757, but it is not registered in tlie Pcahwa^s Duftur, 
Tiie fourth is an order from the same authority dated 1767, which alone, 
Mr, Tmtjuand Bays in his letter dated the Hth April 1848, is registered in 
the Duftur. The accounts in the Puftur cany back tlie enjoyment of the 
Umuls only to the year 1763, which would not make the giant hereditary. 
1 would, therefoi'e, view the first three Sunuds produced by Bapoojec with 
suspicionj and more so the copy of an old Sunnd alleged to have been 
lest, until their authenticity was established by confirmatory evidence, 

“ 9, Baboorao Trimbuk. did not present himself at the time when the 
Surinjam lists were under pre^iaratioii, and, tlierefore, tlie date of the grant 
given in the list is that which was found In the extant records of the Pesli- 
wa:* Baboorao is accordingly placed in Class 11. of Surinjamsas grantee of 
the year 37G7, and the omes prohandi will rest with his son, JNeclo Baboorao, 
of proving^ satisfactorily that the grant was doted before tlie year 1751, when 
only it would be hereditary to the male lineal defendant of the first Britisli 
grantee, Baboorao, 

“ 10. I trust that the above explanation will remove the unfavourable 
impression on the mind of the Honorable the Court of Directors, ae con¬ 
veyed uiparagrapfi 66 of their despatch dated the 13th February 1851* 

11. Copies o£ the proceedings received with your letter under reply 
are herewitJi returned.'^ 

40. At this stage of the proceedings tlie correspondence referred to in 
paragraphs 35 to 39 of this letter was referred to the Inam Commissioner, Mr. 
Hail, wlio was, in the Revenue Secretary's letter No, 630, of the 231*4 Sep¬ 
tember 1852, desired to submit a “ report and opinion thereon,” 

* X. n. 17 i >7 tk^ dftte of grant entered in the lists, but the Agiciit has bimaelf stated 
jn the pttccJiug puragrapti nf this le^tterj-^"Tbe sticoutits of the Duftur csTry boiclE the uiijuy' 
meat ef the Uunah only to thr year 1763.” 

(Signed) T. A. CoweEa, CaptniD, 

Aitistant Inam CominiBBiuner, 
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41. ^he case was referred to me bjr Mr. Hart, who in his letter No. 1782, 
of the 21 fit March 1853, directed me to furnish any obtainable information 
**a 0 i to the real nature of the claims of Neelo Baboorao Moozumdar and his 
family,’" 

42. The remarkfi of the Honorable Court of Directors (quoted in paragraph 
32 of this letter) on tJie explanation afforded by the Agent for Sirdars have 
been received in the 12th paragraph of their despatch Jfci» 12, of the 13th March 
1853, below quoted ;—- 

Para, 12, The Mokassa Umuls, after having been included in the 
“ 79. Parthrr corre- Surinjam lists, and subjected to the Rules applicable 
ppaTubnye respminjj Surimams of modem date, were decided In the 

ttie Jrl^rkti?ifA tJ mills Df n 1 -iY- 

tlmlatuTriinbuk UabcKi- Hevenwc llepai'tment to be hereditary possessions 
mo MQozumdjir." dating from A. u. 1719. Mr. Brown, the Agent for 

Sirdars, by whom the lists were compiled, has, liowever, shown strong 
reasons for adhering to the opinion that the Umuls arc Surinjams, and for 
consider!Jig the evidence on wliicli they have been decided to be of ancient 
date as inconclusive. Mr. Brown’s letter has, we observe, been referred 
to the Revenue Department for further consideration." 

43. My report upon tliis case should, it appears, bo confined to the follow¬ 
ing points:— 

]sl .‘—On what tenure (r, e. whether Surinjam or Inam) was tliiu holdinc^ 
originally granted and held up to the introduction of the British GovenL* 
nient ? 

2fid ^—To whom the holding continuable on the tenure on which d was 

origmally granted and subsequently held ? 

3rf7.—Do the [last proceedings of Government render it necesfiai}^ either 
to continue tilts bolding on any other tenure than the one on which it was 
originally granted and on which It w^as continued by Mr. Elphinstone, or 
to continue it on any tenure vvliatever toother than the person or peisons in 
whose names it would be entered under the existing Rules which apply to 
such alienations ? 

44. It is to be remarked that in none of the documents, translatrons of 
which accompanied the Roona Co Hector’s report No. 24G9, of the Kith Novem¬ 
ber 1847 (quoted in paragraph 13 of this letter), is there either specification of 
or ullnsioo to the tenure upon which tins liolding wets granted and held ; in 
each of the documents it is merely referred to as an alienation. 

45. But there seems reason to believe that in this case fraud iniifit have 
been committed in the Collector's Office, if, as 1 suppose they must he, the 
Murathee doeuroents now before me, and which have been received from the 
Collector, are those which were on record when Mr- Courtney’s report 
(quoted in paragraph 13 of this letter) was framed ; for I find among them two 
documents produced (paragraph 47 of this letter) by the claimants, which pur^ 
pint to be letters of injunction from the Peshwa, dated the 23rd June 1793 
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Cl3tli Ziikad, Arba Tecsam My a wu Ulhif); issued in con sequence o( a 

I'cprcsenlatioti made by (n) Trimbuk Caboorao Moozuaidar tliat be did not 
receive liis proper ebarc of tiic i*®venue of Wui^aum Ghenud, whicli sUai^e 
e* tlic three Umuls now claimed) ia distinctly specified tn the Smmds as pi-e- 
viously held m Sarii^am for tlic maintenance of his (the Moozumdar’s) family, 
f Kkoon teen Umul poorvoe passoon aplyaa Sirkaratoon Soniisar 

i ?r>f sfnir 5^ 

Surinjam aliL% j 
^siTfr WTTT, J 

46, These Sunnds, however^ althougli issued in tlie Peshwa’s name, did not 
emanate directly from him ; they appear to have been issuotl by the then Mam- 
lutdar of Jooncre, yinundrao Wishwunalh Lday, who held the Mootahkee seal 
(that is to say, was entrusted with full power to issue or revoke Sutiuds, &:c.) 
m those districts from about a. d. 1768-89 to 1794-95. This information, 
W'hicfi is derived from an old hereditary Karkoon, Raojeo Pendsay, who was 
employed in the Peshwa'e Duftur sixty years ago, is corroborated by other 
documents found among the accounts and papers of the late Government 
obtained from various quarters* In the present cascj portions of these two 
Bunud&, which it was the special business of the Furnavese to write, have been 
recognised by this hereditary Duftur Kaikoon as being in the handwriting of 
the jMirEoii (Anniaba Jooneerkur) who was at tliat time (a. d* 1793) per¬ 
forming the duties of, the office of Furnavese in Plant Jooncre, 

47, Under all the circumstances, the geuulnei'iess of these twOi Sunuds 
cannot in my opinion be doubted ; for, added to what I have already stated, is 
the fact (see paragraph 45 of this letter) of their having been produced hi/ the 
ckiitactnis thcwjselijex before the Mamlutdar of the Kheir Talooka, Venaik 
Wamuu, who forwarded them with a report,* No, of tb^ 13th January 1H47, 
to the First Assistant Collector, Mr, Davidson, with w'hoEe endorsement. 
No. 35, of the 15th idem, the Mamliitdar^B report and its acctmipanimcnts 
were transmitted to the Collector, Mr. Courtney, 

48, 13ut even setting aside these two Suuuds, the Pesbwa’s State records 
afford .conclusive proof that the three Umuls of Wurgaum Glienud w^cro 
during the last seventy years of the Peshwa’s rule held as a Surinjam, nnd the 
State records also show the Mokassa Umul of Samodeh to have been held 
on the same tenure. There are various accoimts and documents foillicoming, 
iw not one of which is the holding entered as an Inatu^ while it is distinctly 
fipecificd as a Surinjam,— 

1st.—A Sunud issued by the Peshwa and registered in the State diary of 
the 15tU August 1751 (22nd Itumzan, Esunay Khumsain), resuming the 
Mokofisa, Surdcshmookce, and Snrpatelkce Umuls of Wurgaum Ghemid, 
then held by Dabharee (on what tenure Is not specified), and granting them 
in Suriffam (Budvil Mooshahira) to Nai-ayen Rao Venkuteeh. 

* A list accOinpauieJ the report, and ia thia iLat these tna, auil the ottier docuiucnta 
dneed by the ebiraoutSD arc cntcreil* ^ 
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2nd -—A copy (forthcoming from among tlie Peshwa'e records) of a 
memorandom dated a. j>- 17G7-G8 (Suraaa Seetaia Myaivu Ulluf), showio^ 
thti Surmjain hfid by (a) Bahoorao Konher,—the grandfather of the fir^t 
British grantee (c) Bahoorao Tiimbuk,^—to consist of the Mokassa UaioJs 
of Samodch, and the SurdeEhmookee and MokasEa Uniula of Wurgauni 
Ghenud, together with other items. 

—A Government Minute dated 9th Septerabei' 17G9 (8th Jummad- 
ool-Awulj Snbain Myawn Ullnf), resol ving that (n) Trimbuk Bahoorao Moo- 
zumdar Dimmut (in the service of) Dabharee, sliould be directed to provide 
for the maintenance of his motherj by assigning to her from the Surinjam then 
enjoyed by him a certain jjortion, consisting, among otlier named items, of 
half of his share of the revenue of Wurgaum Ghenud. 

4th .—A Sunud issued by fhe Pesliwa and registered in the State diary 
of tlie 8th October 1769 (7tli Jutnmad-oohAkhir, Subain Mya wu UJluf), 
ordering the above resolution of tlie 9th September 1769 to be carried into 
effect. 

49. It appears (vide paragraphs 44 to 48, and clause 2nd ofpamgraph 60 
of this letter), then, that the three Umuls (Mokassa, Surdeshmookee, and Sur- 
patelkee) of Wurganm Ghenud, and the Mokaasa Umul of Samodeh, continued 
at the introduction of the British Government by Mr. Blphinatone as Surinjnm, 
were properly continued as such, as they had evidently been held at the close 
of the Peshwa*s reign, and for sixty or seventy years previously, upon that and 
upon no other tenure. 

60. The period of enjoyment under tlie late Government has next to be 
determiiiefl, as upon the date of original grant depends the tenure on which 
the Surinjam is continuable._ 

51. The whole of the Umuls composing this Surinjam were originally held 
by Dabliaree, the hereditary General of the Baja of Sattara^s army” (vide 
Mr. El ph in stone's mcmoi'ondum, quoted in the 10 th paragraph of the Honor¬ 
able Court's despatch to the Govemnient of India, No. 9, of tlie 7th February 
1838). When they were granted is not ascertainable, but it must have been 
long before A. n. 1752, and probably ranch about the time of die grant of the 
Chouth to Shahoo, in a. d. 1720, by the Emperor of Delhi, as tliey are all 
com prised Jn the portion of revenue thus designated* 

52, Among the documents, translations of which accompanied the report 
(quoted in the 13t]j paragraph of this letter) of the Collector of Poona, h a 
palmer purporting to be ^ copy of a Sunud from tlie 8attara Baja, dated in a, d, 
1720, and granting the Mokassa, Surdeshmookce, and Suipatelkee Umuls of 
Wurgaum Ghenud to (a) Baboorao Konher Moozumdar Dimmut (in the ser¬ 
vice of) Trimbukjee Dabliaree, and the original of which was represented to 
the Collector as liaving been lost, Whetlier such a Sun^ was ever issued 
cannot now be ascertained, but there is nothing on subsequent record proviay 
the contrary. The first specific recognition by the Pesliwa of the Moozumdar^s 
title is found in a Sunud registejied in the State diary of the 21st January 
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1768 (lOtii Jumniad-ool-Awul, Suman Khuitiflain); Imt this very d(M5wmont^ 
wliicb U of undaubted authority, desi^ate^ thia &iirlnjam as one of those held 
2trcviovsi^ by the dependent of Dabharee, white in alJ tlie previous accounts 
wliieh are forthcoming it is entered in Uabharees name. 

r53* This SuL'injam therefore, for all that is forthcoming to tlie coti- 
trary, have been held by the Moozumdar before A, n, 175t, and tlie only 
evocation which appears to remain for decision ia whether a Sm injam like aji 
limm title must be admitted unless proved to be defective, or whether jiowifrc 
jircK^of its validity is essential to its i-ecognition, 

64, 1 have hitherto believed the same rule to apply to each deacription of 

holding (Surinjam as well as rnam)j but die ordera of the Honoiable Cuui t, 
authorising the continuance of the Deccan Surinjama according to the Kulcs 
previously enunciulcd, do not afipcar to adntit of such a construction, for in 
the 5th paragraph of their despatch No. 15, of the 2‘2iid May 1849, I find the 
following explicit definition of tlte principles upon which the Suiinjams are 
intended to be continued ;— 

“ The general principles on which the classification of Suritijams was to 
he made had been laid down explicitly by na in several despatches* ^I’^heae 
Jagheem, which had been granted by tlie Mogul Emperoi-a or by the llujas 
of' ^ attar a, were to be hereditary, and alt which could be proved to have 
been held previous to 1751 were to be cousidered ai grants by one or other 
of those authorities/^ 

55* Ill the present case the cbiimants produced befoi'c the Collector of 
Poona, besides the alleged copy of a Sunud of 1720 from the Sattaii Itaja, 
another paper, purporting to bo an original Sunud from Dablmren, eontinii- 
ing the Surinjam to (b) Trimhuk Baboorao Mo(;jzmndai\ Tliis document \a 
dated the iKtb Ilubee-ool-Akhir, Khumsain Mya wu U11 of, and a translation of 
it accompanied the Collector’s report, but the tiTinslation was an iiieoiTeet one, 
inasmuch as it Bpecified the Sunud to bo dated in Sulas Kftuiftjifiui Mya wu 
UlUifj will eh corresponds with a. n. 1752-51, the coiTcctdatc being Khttynsam 
Mya wn Ulluf, cor res ponding with a* u, 1749-50. 

50* As this is a point of some impoi tance, I have taken care to inquire 
whether tlie alleged Sunud of Dhabaree, dated a* d* 1749-50, wbicb is now 
before me, is the document which was produced before the Collector; 
and such appears to be the case, as it has been obtained from tlie Collector s 
records, together with the other documents refeired to in the 47th paragra|>h 
of tliis letter aa having been pixiduced by the claimants before the Mamlutdar 
of Kheir, and it is the only! Sunud or document purporting to have been issued 
by Dabharee which was so produced, ludatc ia, moreover, correctly entered 
in a statement made by the claimanta, w'hich accompanied the Matniutdar's 
report (refciTcd t# in paragraph 47 of this letter) forwarded to tlie Collector 
through his. First AssistauL + 

57, Whotlier Dabharee ever issued such a Sunud as that which the claim, 
ants have produced cannot be nseertained, 1 long ago endeavoured to obluin 
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of the records by which alone such doeuiiaents could be tested, but 
I was obliged to report my failure to the loam Commissioner on the 2^tli 
July 1852, iVo. 234 (vide paragraph 2 of report of the 24th July 1652), and 
Mr. Hart communicated the unsHtisfactory result to GovcrnmentoTi the 4vh 
December following, No^ 1370, The 2Dd paragraph of my report is below 
extracted ;—- 

“ 2. I left Poona early on the 2nd May following, and reached Tulle- 
gaum about 6 a. I found Dabharee^s Want in charge of an old Mnratlia 
letaiuer of the family, named Jeewaba, wlio must have, I fear, concealed 
the most useful of his master’s old accounts j for though 1 was shown a very 
large Duftur, the whole of it had been very recently examined, and has on 
a subsequent examination been found to contain but few accounts of use to 
this department.’^ * 

58. The remarks submitted in my 53id paragraph apply, then, to this 
documentj purporting to be a Sunud of Dabharee’s, with, however, Che excep¬ 
tion that even supposing the Sunud to have been really issued, it required, 
apparently, the Peshwa’s confirmation. 

59. There is, tlius, nothing to prove that the Surinjam continued to the 
Moozumdar by Mr. KlphiusDme was held by his ancestor bcibre a. 1751, 
while on the other hand there is nothing to prove that it was not bo held. Its 
continuance, therefore, on lieicditiiiy tenure, mui^t depend upon the decision 
wliich may be passed upon the question aubmitted in my 54th ijaragrajdi* 

60. The revised Surinjam hsta, and Mr. Brtiwn’s explanatory lein-r 
No, 432, of the 15th December 1851, seem to be faulty as regards tins holding 
in the following instances :— 

li't.—The Ord paragraph of Mr. Brown's letter states,-—^^The tlmuls 
designated Surdeshmookee and Surpatclkee are not entered in the Surinjam 
lists”; hut they ought, apparently, to have been so entered, as whatever the 
Moozumdar'tj family hold or claim must ho, that, and that only, which was 
included in Mr. Plphinstone^a order (vide paragraph 3 of this letter, also 
paragraph 5 with its marginal note) continuing the Surinjam; on no other 
tenure, or by no other order was anything (any portion of the rev<)nue of the 
village of Wuignnm Gheirnd) continued to tliem by the Commissioner in 
the Deccan. 

2Rd .—The Peshwu'a records, moreover, afford*proof that the ^/^^V'aUmnIs 
were held by the Moozumdar in Surinjam, although the one was often con¬ 
founded with the other, especially in tlie accounts of management'—an occur¬ 
rence which these State recoifta show to have been a common one in regard 
to alienations generally. In the present case, in a Sunud iseued by the 
Peshwa, and shown by the Ghumee ledger to have been registered in tlic 

State diary of the 27th December 1761 (30th Jummad-ool-Awnl, Esunay 

* 

* Tbe SuRiid of 1751, quoted in 48tL ptio^apli of thii letter, iIiotvv the thrtc Uiniild to 
have been then mode over to Nuaycu Kao Venkutoeh aa out Surinjua. 
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Seetain Mya wu UUuf), the three Umuld of Wurgaum GUenud are diatinctty 
BpccJfied as liaving been prcTiously lield by, and as being then (a* d. I7tii) 
restored to (n) Trimbuk Bahoorao Moozumdar. 

3 rd.—The Surdeshmookee has been*erront:oua?y supposed to be jikjcs- 
saril^ the Wutun of a Surdeshinook, whereas it is an Umul, or a portion of 
the revenue originally obtained, ivkh the Chonih^ by the Sattara Raja from 
the Emperor of Delhi, but latterly corresponding In every tiling save amount 
with the Mokassa or any other IJiniil, and shown by the State diaries and 
accounta of management of the late Government to have been granted and 
held in Surlnjam throughout the Peshwa'a dominions, just as other Umuls 
were so granted and held; and it will be seen from the first document 
(quoted in tile 48th paragraph of this letter that all three Umuls (Mokassa, 
gurdeshmookee, and Surpatelkee) were sfotually granted in Surinjam in 
A. n* 1751 to Narayen ttao Venkutesh* 

4th .—In explaining the dilference between the value assigned in tlie 
Commissioner's order of release and tliat assigned in the revised list to the 
Mokassa of Wurgaum Ghenud, it is stated (j)aragraph 4 of Agent's letter) 
that the amount stated in the revised Surinjam lists is net revenue, while 
that stated in the Chor Chittee Is the Kumal or gross amount." But the 
value assigned in the revised lists is not the net, but the Kumal or nominal 
value assigned in the Chor Chittee, and entered (probably from the Chor 
Chittee iteelO ii^ the statement fumished by the Collector. The net value 
of the three Umuls of Wurgaum Ghenud I have ascertained from the 
accounts of the village to be barely one-lialf of the amount which the 
revised lists show as the net value of one Umul only. 

In the 5th paragraph of the Agent's letter it is stated, with infer¬ 
ence to two documents, translations of which accompanied it,—^^Tiiesc 
documents distinctly state the tenure of the grant to be Suritijam," But the 
trauslatioji of a portion of the first of these documents rendered as these 
Mokassa villages” is incorrect, as there is nothing of the kind in the origi¬ 
nal, wliich is now before me, and which refers only to the Mokassa Umuls 

or Babs of these villages V J ;ihe tenure is not 

6 M.—With reference to the same translations, it is stated in the same 
(the 5th) paragraph of the Agent's letter tliat they " allude to the year 1767, 
which, in the absence of any further* proof, has been held as the date of the 
grant," In the first of these documents the year 1767 is ccrtaialy mention- 
edj but only in terms which prove that the Sutiujam mml have been pre- 

’ * The Agent liaa in tbe preettfipg pariigniph (the 4th of the same letter) nlluded (o the 
fUrthCT proof afforded by the Peih^^a^B reeorda that the Surinjani WM enjoyed ni far back aa 
17^ (3ce luarginal utiie to pamgrapb 3d of this letter.) 

(Signed) Cowpss, Captain^ 

.Afi^utaat Inam Ctn^mimiioocr* 
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Viousl^r h«Id, and that 1767 could not have been the date of t^rtgmal grant of 
that which vr&A then, in d. 1767, (it h recorded in the dacurfient quoted 
by the Agent,) crdercd to be released from an attachment placed upon it 
three years previouaty. 

7tA,—have been unable to ascertain the grounds upon which the Agent in 
the 7th paragraph of his letter informed Goyernment,^^^ Baboorao^s ances¬ 
tors were Karkoons of Dabharee, and, therefore, the grant to them was ne¬ 
cessarily of a Surinjam character’^ i but 1 am not aware of any necessary 
connection between the two facts, or that one must have affected the other. 

8(A.—In the Sth paragraph of the Agent's letter it is stated,*—^* The third 
[of the documents produced by the claimants before the Collector of 
Poona—see paragraph 12 of this letter] is an order of the Peshwa, dated 1757, 
but it ia not registered in the Peshwa^s Duflur.'' But the document regis¬ 
tered, and the registry is shown by the Ghumee ledger to have been made in 
the State diary of the 2i3t January 1758, (10th Juramad-ocl-Awnl, $uman 
Khumsain Mja wu Ulluf,) although the Superintendent of the Poona Duf* 
tur was not aware of the i^t, and the Agent could, of course, only report ll^e 
result of the Superintendent's inquiry; the registry now discovered may have 
been overlooked by the Superintendent's establishment, but it is, 1 think, 
most probable that the document containing it was not jthen forthcoming for 
use, being one of those subsequently extracted and arranged, as explained in 
the 96th paragraph of my report No. 163, of the 2nd May last. 

9^A.—In the 9 th paragraph of the Agent’s letter it is stated,—^* Baboorao 
Trimbuk did not present himself at the time when the Surinjam lists 
were under preparation, and, therefore, the date of grant given in the list 
is that which was found in the extant records of the Peahwa,” But it does 
not seem that (c) iPaboorao Trlmhuk was ever desired to present himself, 
and I havcj already explained (clau^ 6 of paragraph 60 of this letter) the 
date of grant aseigned in the lists not to be borne ont by the Peshwa's 
records of any period. 

lOfA.—The revised lists and explanatory letter both show (c) Baboorao 
Trimbuk to have been the drst British grantee, at whose death the 
Sunnjam, as one continuable for two generations from the conquest, would 
be enjoyed by hia sen, <e) Neelkunt Baboorao"; but this was not the case, 
as (o) Baboorao Trimbuk's eldest son, (n) Kuraing, had died previously, 
leaviug a son named (p) Rumakant: the second generation had, therefore, 
passed away, (orders of the Honorable Court, communicated to the A gent 
in the Chief Secretary’s letter No. 20S, of the 12th January 1850,) and the 
Surinjam had lapsed, a pension equal to half its net proceeds being payable 
to (i^) Rumakant. 

lEfA,—The revised Lists, however, were prepared before the receipt of the 
Honorable Court's orders under which the deceased (d) Nursing was to 
be considered as the second generation, but they are nevertheless erroneous, 

inasmuch as (o) Nursing’s son, Rumakant, was the person whose nanie 
4 L 
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ought to hav* been inserted in column 1 2 of the lists instead of that of 
(e) Neelkant. 

12 fA.—The statement (Jharee Putni) of the CoUector of Khandei&hj refer- 
led to in the 5th paragraph of Mr* Brawn's ejcjdanatory letter, and in the 16th 
column of the revised lists, distinctly pointed out (column 12 of Collector’s 
statement, sis- translated) that (c) Baboorao Trimbut had had two eons, 
one of whom had died, leaving male isaue ; but no inquiry whatever seema 
to have been made* With such positive information on record, I cannot 
suppose that the Agent would have inserted (e) Neelkunt'a name in the 
lists bad he (Mr, Brawn) been aware of the contents of the Kbondeish 
Collector's statement, which must, therefore, I conclude, have been withheld 
from him* 

13M.—In the 5th paragraph of the Agent^s explanatory letter it is stated,— 
** The Collectors of Khandeish and Poona have both, in their Jharee Futrus 
drawn out* on the 15th September 1843 (extracts of which are annexed), 
have [a* o*] recsogniaed and stated the Mokassa of these two villages as 
Surinjam», and the year thdy were granted is specihed as a. n* 1767*" But 
a reference to the Khandeish Collector's statement, translations of which 
accompanied Mr. Brawn's explanation, will show that the Collector ofKhan- 
dei&h assigned, (column 9 of Collector's statement as translated,) as the 
“ date of the Sunud as ascertained fram records," not 1767, but the 

Uf Febr'iutr^ 1820.” 

14^A.—“The age of (e) Neelkunt Baboorao, which was, according to the 
Poona Collector's statement, thirty-one years in 1843, and, according to 
the Khandeish Collector’s statement, thirty-six years in 1844, is entered in 
the revised lists of 1847, purporting to be framed from these statements, 
as iiD€nt^ years. 

15th .—In tiie 6th paragraph of his explanatory letter dated the 15th De¬ 
cember 1851, the Agent, Mr, Brown, stated,-^” Baboorao Trimbuk was 
the first British grantee, and the Surinjam held by him should, according 
to the rule of euccession to Surinjams, descend to his eon Weelo Baboomo,^ 
This statement was made after the receipt of the Honorable Court's orders 
on the subject of succession to Surinjam s, which were communicated to the 
Agent in the Chief Secretary's letter No, 208, of the 12th January ISSOj 
but not only were the Honorable Court's orders on record, but the Agent 
}iad received from (e) Keelo Baboorao himself a Murathee letter dated the 
1 \th October 1850, referring to (f) Humakant Nursing as one of the per¬ 
sons in whose names the Collector of Poona had entered the holding, and 
the Collector, to whom (e) Neelo Baboorao's letter was forwarded by the 
Agent, distinctly stated in hia Murathee reply, No. 6619, of the llfft 

• The tranitAtioii Accampuiying the AgeuPi letter jihE>m the Khaadeisli CoUiector^a 
Jhtjee Putm” 10 fae dated the 22nd Jprit 1014, 

T* A. CowpKA, Ciptoin, 

AauBtuit Iduu Coanulttioner* 
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Octohtr 1850, tli&t (p) Eumakunt Nureing belonged to the widest branch of 
the family> II<iw thisf and wUhoui inqtdrifj the Agent on the 15th 
December 1851 informed Government'that (c) Baboomo Trimbiik*B Surin- 
jam ** should, according to the rule of Bucceaeion to 8ui-iitjanxa, descend to 
hi& son Neelo Baboorao,” I am unable to understand,* 

6L What I have recorded in the last paiagraph dispoBea, 1 think, com¬ 
pletely of the question as to wA&m the Surinjam is continuable. It is 
clear that the person whose name is entered in the revised lists, (e) Neelkunt 
Baboorao, has no claim whatever, (p) Eumakant being, as the eldest 
son of the eldest son (d) of the brat British grantee (c), the person whose name 
ought to have been entered. But it remains to be ascertained whether (p) 
Rumokant is alive ; he is stated^to be now at Gwalior, and to be twenty years 
of age . (Statement of(£) Neelo Baboorao, recorded before Captain Cowper on 
the 2nd August 1853.) 

62. 1 have now only to inquire whether Goveiument appear pledged 

to continue thl!^ Surlnjam to any other person or pc ■’sons than (f> Eumakant; 
and on this point there does not appear to be any doubt The Govemment 
orders which have been already passed have been arrived at not only throngh 
misinformation afforded by their owit ofHeci's, but also in consequence of 
false statements put forward by (e 2) Bapoojee Kassinath, who represented 
the holding to the Government on tlie 5tb June 1847 as one which hia 
family had “ enjoyed in Inam from generation to generation”; whereas he, 
(e 2) Bapoojee Kussinath, must have well known the holding to have been en¬ 
joyed as a Smill jam under the Peshwa^sf rule ; to have been at the introduciion 
of the British Government continued as a Surinjam ; and to have beeu held 
asaSurinjam by the first British gi'antee, (o) Baboorao Trimbuk, from 1827 
to Ills death in March 1846* Added to this, (a2) Bapoojee Kassinath, in 
endeavouring to procui'e the recognition of Government to bis claim to that to 
which he had no right, did bo to the prejudice of the rightful claimant, 
(f) Rumakont, to whom (e 2) Bapoojee Kassinath carefully avoided to allude* 
63* It wasun such a statement that the inquiry commenced which termi¬ 
nated In the declaration (quoted in parograpli 21 of this letter) by Govemment 
on the I9tb January 1850, “that the continuance, as hereditaiy, of the 
allowances sanctioned in the Government letters of the 29th December 1848, 
No. 8082, and 12th July 1849, No. 4414, has been authorised in favour of the 
male lineal descendants of Baboorao Konber," 

* The Agent appears to have mnde a aiTnilar erroneous atatetnent in hia report No, IIH, of 
the 5th Mftircb 18fii> quot«<1 in the 2flth paragraph of this letter ^ and jet in the Bud paragraph 
of the same report to liave recorded the eiistenefip though not the whoie of the dontenta of 
the very communication from the Collector of Poonn (Nq. 6519, of the 11th October 185G) 
uhich distinctly pointed oiit the cxi«tcncc of (f) Kumakant, ami the fact of hU belonging to 
the cldiit branch of the family* 

t MeitLomciduQi, tranalatiou of uhich aceompaoied the He venae Secretary^i meniOiaiiduin 
No. 2411, of the I8th June lS47j ia <me of theac BtateaieDti. 
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64< Thifct this dedomtion has become ntill and void I have taken for 
granted r under the orders promulgated in the 34Ui paragraph of the Resolution 
pofised by Government in tlie Revenue Department under date the 9th Sep¬ 
tember 1S53, that all such orders, issued “ iu consequence ofmiHrepresentation, 
to which the claimani was a party, will forthwith be recalled on that tdis- 
representation being discovered 

65. My opinion, therefore, upon the points specified in my 43rd paragraph, 
as those to which tliia report should apparently he confined, is,^ 

—That this holding, the original grant of which ia not ascertainable, 
was held by the Moozumdaris family, certainly from A. u. 1757, and possi¬ 
bly previously to a. d. 1761, up to the introduction of the British Govern- 
ment, as a Surinjam. (Paragraphs 44 to 49 of this letter). 

2fid .—That (p) Rumakant Nursing, if alive, is the person to whom alone 
the Surinjam can be continuable. (Paragraphs 60 to 61 of this letter.) Should 
(Jovernment decide (paragraphs 54 and 59 of this letter) thatpftfitiwe proof 
of the Snrinjam having been held by the Moozumdar before a. i>. 1751 is 
not essential to a rec<^ilLon of hereditary title, it will be continuabie on 
hereditary tenure ; should positive proof be declared an essential to such 
recognition, it wiU then become a Surmjam of Class 11,, conrinuable for 
two generations from the conquest, with the usual pension to the th^ 
generation, and Government will have in such case determine whether it 
sliall be continued to the third generation, (P) Rumakant Nursing, the 
second having parsed away by the death (clause 10 of the 60th paragiaph 
of this le^tter) of (n) Nursing Baboorao; or whether it shall be resumed, and 
the usual pension granted to the third generation. 

3rd .—That the past proceedings of Government do not render it neces¬ 
sary either to continue this holding on any other temite than the one (i. 
SuHnjam) on which it was held up to the close of the Peshwa'e rule, and 
continued by Mr. Elphinstone at the introduction of the British Government, 
or to cDutimie it on any tenure whatever to any person or persons othei‘ than 
(f) Rumakant Nursing, who alone can, under the existing Rules which 
apply to these alienations, have any claim to the Surinjam (paragraphs 03 
to 64 of this letter). 

66, In concluding this report, I would refer to the case as a striking illus¬ 
tration of that which 1 pointed out in my letter No. 65, of the 2nd February 
last, wherein 1 suggested certain measures for checking unauthorised succee- 
siona to pensions, charitable Wui*shasuns, hereditary grants, dec., and in the 
5th paragraph of which 1 etated,'^— 

“5. No effectual check whatever, that I am aware of, is in force to guard 
against the eontinuance of allowances in land and money to persons other 
than the I'cal widows, children, or relatives of the last incumbent. A registiy 
of birtliSj deaths, and marriageg is the only method occurring to me by which 
it IS at all jPossible to guard the State against fraud, and, perhaps, great 
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loflfl on this sQore, This precaution is, moreover, I believe, deemed a 
requiflite one in the MiJitnry Department, where &mily roIU are regularly 
kept to check claims and payments amouating to a mere fraction of the 
auma at stake elsewhere, and now adverted to. ” 

I have the honour to be, 

(Signed) T. A. Cowt^^n, Captain, 

Assistant Inam Commissioner, 


No* 3201. 

^ Dated Delffaum, Bth Aprti 1854. 

In reply to the above endorsement, the foam Commissioner bega to hand 
up ft report, in original. No, 177, dated lat April 1854, by hts Assistant, Cap¬ 
tain Cow per, 

2. The hrst 42 paragraphs trace the past proceedings of Government in 
the case down to the period when the last despatch. No. 12, dated 30th 
March 1853, was received from the Honorable the Court of Directors. A 
few comments are made on the erroneous information supplied to Government 
bythe reporting officers, 

3. In paragraph 43 the three points for present inquiry are stated, vh.— 
IsL —What is the tenure of the holdings ? 

During w^hose lives are they continuable? 

3rd.—Should the past proceedings in the case be held to constltuta a 

bar to the future continuaxice of the holdings os Sttrir^um? 

4. The Inam Coipmissicmer begs to express his concurrence in the opi¬ 
nion that the holdings liave always been held as Surinjam since a, o. 1757, 
und tliat there is no objection to their being treated as such for tile future. 
But the question of determining the parties during whose existence they are 
contmuable depends upon the date of grant that may be ascribed to the hold* 
inga. If It be anterior to a, d. 1751, then they will be continuahle heredi¬ 
tarily ; if after that date, the case will fall under another rule, 

5. Gapain Cowper discusses this questioit in paragraphs 53 to 59. The 

Inam CommisEfloiier thinks that, although there is proof, by specific 

entry in authentic accounts, of the fact of the Surinjam having been held by 
the Moozumdara anterior to a. ». 175!, yet there u suffieient presumptive 
evidence on which Government might decide that this should be considered 
a grant made before a, o, 1761; for the Pesbwa^s Sunud of a. o, 1768 (quot* 
ed in paragraph 52) describes the Surinjam as one of those held previously by 
the <kpejidettts of Dahltareef and this appears to the Inam Commiesioner 
sufficient corroborative testimony of the issue by Dabhaiee of the Sunud of 
A, o, 1749-50, which Sunud must be admitted in evidence if, as it seems, its 
authenticity cannot be irapr^ned. There are no recoids of Dabharee to test it. 
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The Siunud of a. d. 17^8 cnight be consirued aa curing any 

defect of title in the document of a, d* 1749^50, arising &odi the incompetency 
of Babhafee to make the grant. Moreover, the alleged grant of a, d. 1720, 
by the Haja of Sattara, has not been rejected as worthless evidence. 

7. But the Inam Commissioner would go further than this, and say that 
even if the claim^t had not produced the Sunnda of the Battara Raja and 
Dabharee bh the^rff^ record (of a. d, 1758) in which the Peshwa specifically 
recognised the Moo^mdaria tide,—“ designates the Burinjam as one of those 
held previonsly by the dependents of Dabbmee^' (paragraph 52),—Govemxnent 
would not be deciding on perfectly safe grounds unless they accepted that 
record as Bufficient presumptive evidence of the Moozumdai' having held 
anterior to a. d. 175L 

8 * Captain Cowper suggests in paragraph 54 the difficulty in viewing the 
evidence in the above light in the explicit orders of the Honorable Court But 
the Inam Commlssioneris idea is that the words in their despatch—“ all which 
could be proved to have been held previous to 175!*'—do not imply that 
none hut pQsUi^ evidence from the records is to he accepted, and that pre¬ 
sumptive evidence is not enough ;—on the contrarj", presumptive evidence must 
in justice, he conceives, be received as valid. 

9. Unless, that is, the Honorable Court meant that the Burinjamdars 

to prove their own titfeSj without the aid of Government. But this could 
scarcely have been their intention, as from the very first Mr, Elphmstone 
informs us that after Mr. McDonnell, his Secretary, prepared the general 
statement of the Jagheerdar's holdings, he ** proceeded to compare the state¬ 
ments of the Jagheerdare with those drawn up in the Duftar, checking both 
by the accounts received from the Collectors. A complete registry was 
framed on this comparison, showing the name of the holder of each Jagheer, 
the date and nature of the grant, the situation of the lands, and the sources 
of the revenue when not drawn from land, with the Kama! or highest revenue, 
the revenue aa stated by the Jagheerdar, and actual collections as reported by 
our officers." (Paragraph 5 of Mr. Elphinstoners letter to the Government of 
India, dated the 25th October 1819.) Surely, if a Jagheerdar had lost his 
documentary evidence, he would not have been denied the benefits of the 
evidence derivable frem the public records. 

10 . The Inam Commissioner, therefore, considers Captain Cowperis ori¬ 
ginal views to be correct.^ (Paragraph 54,) 

H, Looking at the Surinjam, tben, as one held anterior to a. d. 1751, the 
Inam Commissioner concurs with Captain Cowper in the opinion (para- 
grap]i51) that the name of (f) Rumakant atone should be entered In the lists, 
if he be alive, and it should descend hereditarily in his line. Should Govern- 
menf differ, the alternative appears to be stated by Captain Cowper In strict 
accordance with the Surinjam Rules. (Paragraph 65*) 

12. A reference on the subject of paragraph 45 might be made to the 
Poona Collector. 
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13* povemment are only, partially acquainted with the faulty information 
in this case supplied in bothofBcee, In paragraph 60^ Captain Cowper details 
other instances siFe^ting in particular the treatment of the case under the Su> 
titijam Roles. 

14, With regard to the canclud ing paragraph of Captain Cowper'a letter^ the 

Inam Cammissioner's remark in his letter to the Civil Auditor^ on the 5th 
paragraph of his Assistant's report No. was,—If what is stated in pare- 

graj>h 5 be quite correct, a remedy such as that proposed seem a absolutely 
necesaary.” 

15. Government will perceive that Captain Cowper has reported on this 
case in his usually full and perHpicuous style of writing, 

(Signed) C. J* Manson, 

Inam Commissioner. 


No, 2134 0 ? 1855, 

PoLiTiCAi- Department. 

^ To Captain T. A. Cowper, 

Inam Commissioner Northern Division, Poona. 

Sir,““R eferring to Mr, Manson’s report No. 3201, dated the 5th April 
1864, enclosing, in original * your letter No, 177, dated the Ut idem, relative 
to entry No. 18 of Class'll, in the revised Surinjam lists of 1847, I am direct¬ 
ed by the Right Honorable the Governor in Council to inform you that the 
case will he submitted for the consideration of the Honorable the Court of 
Directors, and in the meantime to convey to you the expression of the ap¬ 
probation of His Lordship in Council for the great care and ability with which 
you have discussed the whole subject. 

I have the honour to he, &c. 

(Signed) H. L. Anderson, 

Secretary to Government, 

So^h&y Oisife, 30iA Jl/hy 1855. 


Extract Ptir<iyr<iphs 61 and^2Jrom a despatch fiom the HotuM^ahle the Court 
of Direotor^f dated the 13fA December, No. 27 of 1856, 

Para. 61, The very full and dear report of Captain Cowper on this estate 
has in our opinion, as ^ yours, shown that there is, though not perfect proof, 
very strong presumptive evidence that the Umuls were in possession of the 
family before 1751, and we, therefore, in accordance with your recommend- 
ation, authorise you to declare them hereditary, The rightful heir is Rumakant, 
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^hose ckim, in conBequence af hia youth and absencd, his unolo Ifedknlit^ 
and his more distant relatiire Bapoojee ICasairiath, wei’e able successfully to 
keep back. 

62. We preeume that yon will have given due consideration to the remarks 
of Captain Cowper at the close of his very able report} on the absence of any 
edectual security " against the continuance of allowances in land and money' 
to perflona other than the real widows, children} or relatives of the last incuin* 
bent^’ I and we should he glad to leam what measures you propose to adopt to 
guard against such frauds. 
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No. 207 OJ- 1854. 

l’i\jin Captain T. A. Cowpeb, 

Assistant Inam Comniisaiouer^ 

* 

To C. J* Manson, Esq*, 

In am Cominbsionei', 

Dated Deaghiry Poona JlfA April 1654* 

Sin,—I have the honour, uud'T thf' instructiona noted in the margin, to 

The Chief aemtRry'i Suri ijum entered as No* 40 of 

letter No, 4175, i>fthe Class III. in the revk ' I^ ts submitted to Govern- 

September lS62,iij,ri.sri.|,li ,t fy,. gi^jars, Mr. Brown, on tlie 

4* ntid Inani tyommia' . * i?* 

a louer’s letter NOr l il-l hof 2tith October 1847, 

tliu Ist Deeembur ful- 2. This Stiritvjam was granted uudcI circumaittnees 

thus described in the 4tli and 5tli paragraphs of the 

Cliicf Secretaryk letter No* 189(3, of the !)th May 1846:—- 

*'4, No. 2 of Class i., Madlllow Rao Neelkunt Peonmdburee^^Thia 
Individual holds a Surinjam, consisting of seventeen villages, in the Poona 
Collectorate, yielding an annual income of Rs* 26,Od2-4-0. 

** Thk Surmjani is errtjncoaaly stated by Mr* Warden to have been 
granted in the year 17413, whereas it was,under speeial instructions from the 
11oiiorabift the Court of Directors, granted iu October 1834, in lien of a 
Siirinjain of the annual value of Rs* 50,000, which had been held by Neel- 
kuiit Rao Madiioiv, the biolbcr and adoptive father of the present 
iucambent. According to the practice usually ob.ser^^ed by Government of 
providing for the familieR of Chieftains of high rank, pensioii!^ amounting In 
the aggregate fS Rs* 9,632 were, on the resumption of Ncelkunt llao 
Madhow*!4 Suriujam iu 1825, granted to die widows, mother, and principal 
dependents of the deceased. Wo provision, how'ever, was at the time made 
for TMadliow Hao Neelkunt, the adopted son, it being considered that the 
family property would afford him sufficient maintenance, and also because 
his adoption had not been f^anctioned by Government* On these grounds 
Government in 1826*rejected au application which was then preferred by 
Madhow Hao <br a maintenance. 

** 5* In a despatch, however, dated tlie 5th October 1834, the Honorable 
the Court of Directors sanctioned a provisiou being made for Madliow 
1^1 
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Rao Foonindhuree not exceeding Ka, 25,000 per annum, and ttifi sum, 
after reference to the Agent for Sirdars, was fixed by Government in May 
1835 as the amount of the grant to be made. Considerable delay took 
place in completing this arrangement, in consequence of Madhow Ilao having 
solicited that this stipend might be commuted into a grant of land in the 
Poona Collectorate* In the mean time Mad how Rao received the grant in 
the form of a pensioHi and on villnges of the annual value of Rs^ 25,000 
being finally made over to him in lieu of the pension, the Agent for Sirdars 
was in Mr, Chief Secretary Eeid*s letter in the Revenue Department, dated 
5th January lS38j informed as follows :— 

“' I am further desired to inform you that this BtirtTijam U to he a life- 
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tloa of tb* SarLiOun lo him, upon which a Surla|iiTiL of Rf, ^,000 wu Rncied him for I1& bv aa 
order of the Hononblc Coart of Dlredoros datad October isai. 


Coart of DlredoFa, datad October 1831 , 


Although thlfi Surliyam ha* bacn gmnbM daring the lifetime of the pre««it Inenmbejif, yet uiuier 
the genanl Rul« laid down hj the ITonorable Couirt of DlrecCorf U the dfiepatch dated Mth October 
Ibia, for the prepiratloQ of tbeee Uit^ thle Buriiyuii, in reference to Uie data of iti orlgtMl gtut, 
wonid become aa hsredltaiy ooe, and wu thetvfbro fntertd bj Mr. Wuden ia O&m I. 
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grailif d point which are reqntstcd tc expUtinfuthf to Madhcw Hao, 
and to which ej^cct a claifse is t& he inserted f™ the deed conferring the 
villages. Thf. Governor in Council requests that you will prepare and 
submit draft of a deed for the approval of Government/ 

It is clear^ therefore, that this is a life, and not, as assumed by Mr* 
Warden, an hereditary ^rant, and that the presenf^iiiicunibent obtained it in 
virtue of an adoption unsanctioned by Government, Tlie grant for life was 
oonfirrtied by the Honorable the Court of Directors in a despatch dated tlie 
27th August^ No* 14 of 1841*” 

3* These instructions were carried out by the entry of the Surinjam in the 
revised lists as No- 40 of Class JIL, as shown below 
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4. Mr. Drown, in 4tU paragraph of his lettflr K'o. 17fi, of fhe 2Gtli 
October 1847^ tTansniitting the revised Hsts, thus aJluded to the entry of this 
Surinjatn :— 

TJic instiuctiong conveyed in t]ie 6th paragraph of Mr. Pringle's letter 
have been carried qi\if and the name of Madliow Kao Neelknnt Poorun- 
dhuree has been cjtpii;*ged from Class L and placed as No. 40 in Class III. 
The remarks recorded by me regareling this Sii dar are for the purpose of 
continuing to tlie representative of the great liouse of Poorundhurce the 
advantages viliicli have beetle under the recent KuleSj voluntarily accorded 
to families of less distinct ion*”' 

5* Government, with reference to Mr. Brown's recommendation, replied 
in their Chief Secretary's letter No* 1447^ of the 7tb April 1848 (paragraphs 7 
and 8), to the ftdlowing cdbcti—^ 

“ 7* Witli reference to your recommendation thatllie previous decision 
of Government in reference to Mad how Huo Poorundhui^ee, whose name 
has, in conformity therewith, been transferred from Class I. to No. 40 of 
Class 111*, may be rescinded, and that this Suriiijam may be declared an 
hereditary instead of a life-giTuU, I am desired to infbrtn yon that tljc Honor¬ 
able the Governor in Council does not eoneider that any siifllckut reasons 
exist for this iiuUdgnnce. Madlunv iJao Poonindhuree was adopted by the 
late Ncelkunt Duo without the sanction of Government, and great Jibeitdriy 
has, therefore, been &howu to him by confeiTiiig upon him his present Siirin- 
juin as a lifc-gi ant. 

“ 8, The alhistoii which, in reiterating the seutimcnti=i of Mr* Wardim, the 
late Agent, you have made to the antiquity of the above gntut, is incirteet, 
sine* tlie Stirinjam held by tlie deceased adoptive father of Madhow J^ao 
JWrimdlinrcc was, on his death in 1826, entirely resumed, and in autbo- 
rising, in October the grant of a provision of Hs* 25,000 per annum 
to Madhow Kao, the llonoiable Court conic m pi a ted this grant being made 
in the form of a stipend, and in this form it was for some time paid to him; 
and afterwards, at ins solicitation, this stipend was commuted into a grant 
of land ill the Poona Collectoratcf ^ 

6* The revised lists' were titiiismitted to die llonoraljle Court, and a 
general sauetlon was accorded to the continuance of the Surinjains entered in 
Class HI. in tiie 9th and 12th paragraphs (below quoted) of their despatch 
No. 15, of the 22nd May 1849 : ^ 

9. Class HI. consists of forty SuritijamR, aggi-egate value estimated at 
Its, 1,96,823, which, according to the same iustructioiia, are resumablc on 
death of the present incumljcnts, with the grant (in most eases) to the 
next generation of pensions equal to half tlie net proceeds," 

12, Being fully eatished with the mautier in which these various lists 
have been prepared and examined, we lierehy sauction and condrm them, 
with the exception of such cases as you have kept open for further inves- 
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tigatiorij and such as foim the subject of special orders in subsequent para¬ 
graphs of this despatch, and we confirm tlie decisions which you have passed 
subject to our onfirmation in cases as they arose, conformably to the provi¬ 
sions of the preceding Uste.” 

V, The “ mstmctjons ” under which the IlonoraUe Court declared the 
SuTinjams composing Cla.sfl HI. to be cotitiimablc, they had described in the 
previous paiagraphs (the 5th and 6th) of their dcspatcli, which arc below 

“ 5* The geneml priiici[}lcs on which the dassi fixation of Surinjams was 
to be made had been laid down explicitly by us in several despatches. 
Those Jagheers which bad been granted by the Mogul Emperors or by the 
Raj as of Sattara were to be^lieretlitary, and all wliich could be proved to 
have been held ]3rcvious to 1751 were to be considered as grants by one or 
other of those authorities. The same rule was to bo applied to gmnts of 
later date, whether of Jughcers or of pensions, if originally made in com mu¬ 
tation for .Tagheers licld previous to 1751. All other Jagheers granted sub- 
sequent to that date were to be continued for the lives of those who held 
them at the time of the conquest, anti for one generation more, after 
which they were to be resumed, and pensloi'is equal to half the net proceeds 
were to be granted for another gcncratiou. Exceptions migiit be made in 
particular eases, when tlie merits or the services of the family, or the popn^ 
larity of the act, ajtpoarcd to Justify a further prolongation of their tenure ■ 
and in all cases iu whhih Mr Elphihfitone'rt original recommendations w^eie 
more fitvouruble to the holders tlian the Rules laid down, the propriety of 
making them an exception was to be taken into special consideration. 

The lists dinwii up by Air. llrown, and now transmitted to us by 
yon, liava been flamed on these priiK'i})les.” 

8. Hucli arc the iccordctl circuinstances under whieh this Surmjam was 
originally granted, and is still held, and from which it appears,— 

—"I’liat the adoptive father of the jnesent incumbent held from the 
British (iovernmertt a large Suiinjam, vvbich had been continued by 
Mr. Elphinstonc. 

2n£f.-™Tbat at the adoptive fatlier’s death this Snrinjain was resumed, 
peasions to the annual amount of Us. being granted to the widows, 

mother, and principal dependents of the deceased. 

Zrd .—Tliat no allowance was at that time made to the adopted son 
Mad how Rao, on the grounds of this adoption not having been sanctioned 
by tlie Governments 

—That subsequently, on the 5th October 1834, the lIon|^:ite 
Court of Directors sanctioned the grant of fl provision to Madhow to 
the extent of Rs. 25,000 per annum. 

5(A.—That “this provision was accordingly made and enjoyed for some 
time by Madhow Rao, in the form of a pecuniary stipend or |jension. 

Gth *—That on Madhow Rao^s solicitation that the pecuaiaiy stipend 
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might be commuted into a gi-ant of land, villages of tJie annun.1,value of 
Es* 25,000 were made over to him, in lieu of the pension, and a Hfe^grant. 

7th .—That the fact of the tenure being only for life was specially pointed 
out to the Agent for Siidars, who was desired fully to explain this to Ma- 
dhow RaOj and to frame the deed of grant accordingly* 

8fA.—That the grant for life of these villages was sanctioned by the 
Honorable Court on the 21'th August 1841, 

9th. —That in the lists of 1844 this life-grant was by mistake entered as 
an hereditary Surinjam, 

lO^A-'-^That this mistake was pointed out to the Agent, Mr. Brown, when 
the lists of 1844 were returned to him for revision, 

IIM.—That in the revised iista this life-grant was again recommended 
for hereditary continuance, on the alleged gi^ounds of its antiquity^ 

12^^.—That the Goyernment then again pointed out to Mr, Brown that 
the grant was one made for life, and granted originally by the British, and 
not by the Peshwa’s Oovci nment, 

KIM,—'That in spite of these reiterated orders, no alteration whatever 
was made in the revised lists : not only was the SuHnjam not expunged as 
a British grant to wliich the Honorable Court’^a order did not apply, but the 
original recommendation that it should be continued on liercdifary tenure 
was prcficrved just as it stood before* 

14/A.—That the Honorable Court accorded a general sanction to the Class 
of Surltvjams in which this one was inserted, on the recorded gixiunds of 
tlielr being supposed to be grants originally made by the Pesliwa's Govern¬ 
ment 

That under the circumstances explained in the preceding fourteen 
clauses, this grant, wliich was made by the Bntish Government, and which 
was specially declared to be a life-gnmt, stands in tlic revised lists as one, 
half of which is continuable to a second generation, ^ 

9, I infer that Government naturally suj)posed that their orders, a second 
time so emphatically recorded (paragraph 5 of tliis letter), must have been, 
carried out by the Agent, Mr* Brown, who, moreover, in retraDsmittingthe 
revised lists, made no further allusion whatever to this Sui Jiijam, and 1 presume 
that the preservation, worrf word * of the entry to which Government had 
objected, mujit have thus escaped notice. 

10. That these facts did not attract tlie attention of the Honorable Court 
eeems to me clear from their explicit definition (paragraph 6 of this letter) of 
the nature of the grants to which it was their intention that the Rules 
preyipusly laid down by them should be applied, and from their distinctly 
exjUPsed belief (paragraph 7 of this letter) that those Rules had been applied 
accordingly; but added to this, the Honorable Court have, in the 42nd para¬ 
graph of fheir despatch No* 10, of the 4th February 1852, specially declared 


the KemnrlcB'^ in the eitract £;lvea in paragnpli 3 of Cbii letter. 
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tlie Sufinjam Rules were never intended to apply to grants by our Govern^ 
mentj unless these were in lieu of Surinjams previously held," 

n. I have therefore submitted this repoirt to enable Government to deter¬ 
mine whether, under the circumstances under which it found its way into the 
revised Suriujam lists, the provision which was in 1034 made for Madhow 
Rao Neelkunt Poorundliuree during hi:^ lifetime, and which originally con¬ 
sisted of a pecuniary stipend, should now be considered as continuable under 
the Surinjam RuLeSj to the amount of Rs. 12,500 per annum, to a second 
generation. 

I have the honour to bo, &c. 

(Signed) T. A. Cowpeh, Captain, 

* Assistant Inam Commissionerp 


No- 3233. 

Diticd 19^A April 1854* 

The Inam Commissioner submits tbc accompanying I'cport No* 207, dated 
13th A^nii 1854, by his Assistaiit, Captain Cowper, without CQiiimcnt. 

(Signed) C. J, Masson, 

Inam Comimssioncr. 


No. 2238 OF 1854. 


Poi-tTiCAir Department. 


To C. J* Marson, Eiisq., 

Ijiam ConimissiDucr. 


* Sir,—J have received and laid before the Right Honorable flic Governor in 
Council the letter submitted by your endoraement No. 3233, dated the 19th 
ultimo (No, 207, dated the ?3th idem), from Captain Cowj>er to your address, 
relative to the Surinjam entered in the name of Madhoiv Rao Neelkunt Poo- 
ruudhuree aa No- 40 of Class 111- in the revised lists of 1847. 

2. In reply, 1 am desired transmit to you a copy of a Resolution passed 
by Govemment under date the 11th instant upon Captain Cowper'a Letter, 
and, with reference to the last paragraph of the latter document, to state that it 
is not the intention of Government that on the death of Mad how Rao Neel- 
kunt any pension should be continued to his heira on the resumption of the 
Surinjam which has been granted to him for life. 


I have the honour to be, itc* 



4 

Hotnhay CaitUy 18^A May 1654. 


(Signed) H. L. ANDsnsoir, 

Secretary to Government* 
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I^esffluilon 2 i(fssed by vn the Wih Mny lKo4. 

). In llie Government letter to tlie A^ent for dated the 5tli January 

lS3Sj that officer was Informed^ with reference to the grant alluded to in the 
accoiupanylng letter from Captain Cow per^—This SurirjuTii is to he a life- 
gi’ant, a point which you are i-equested to explain fully to Madhow Ilao, and to 
whieli effect a danse is to be iuRerted m the deed eonfeiTiiig the villagea*” 
This aTTflngemetil was confirmed by tlie Honorable tlic Court of Directors in 
their revenue despatch dated the 27th Angusb Id of 1841. 

2* lathe revised Suriiijam lists prepared by Air. Warden, Agent for Sirdars, 
in the year 1844, this Stirinjam was entered as an Lei’editary grant. With 
reference to tJiiK entry, Air. Urown, Mi-. Warden's successor! was informed 
on theOtli May l84fJ (an extract from this letter is anuexed)!^—In conformity 
with the tcmire on which this grant was conferred on Madliow llao, yon are 
I'equested to expunge it from Class 1. and enter it in Class III,, the grants in 
which latter list are resumahle on the death of the present incuinbents 

3p With reference to tlie above instructions, Mr, Brown, iti the revised 
Bnrirjam lists which he submitted to Government on the 2C)th Octcjber 1847, 
observed,— 

“ Although this Surinjam has been granted during tlic lifetime of tlic 
present Incambeiit, yet, under the general Hules laid down hy the Honor¬ 
able Court in their despatch dated 2fitli October 1842, for the prepaiation of 
tliGse lists, tills Surinjam, in rcfcixiiicc to the date of its original grant, will 
become an lieieditaiy one, and was tliercfore entered by Air. Warden in 
Class I. Bfifiides this Suihijara there are others, which, although granted 
for tlic lifetime of the parties, have been, under the general Rules, entered 
in the several lUts according to their I'espective dates of original grant, and 
consequently it wmuld appear har^h to deny to this single repiiesentative of 
tlic great house of the Poomndhuree the advantages which have been/ 
under the recent Rules, voluiitariTy accorded to families of less distinction/* 

4. In reiilVj Mr. Brown was informed by Government, on the 7th 
April 1H48,— 

" AVith rcfeience to your recommendation that tlie previous deci.sion of 
Government in reference to Madhovv lino Fooruudhurec, w'hose niame 
has, in confortnity therewith, been transferred from Class L to (No, 40 of) 
ClasAlIl. may be rescinded, and that thk Surinjam may be declared an 
liereditary inatcad of a life-grant, 1 am desired to in form you that the 
Honorable the Governor in Council does not consider that any suffi- 
ci^t reasons exist for this indulgence. Madhow Kao Poornndhuree was 
adopted by the late Neelkuntl^ao without the sanction of Government, and 
great liberality has, therefore, been &bown to him by conferi'ing upon hira 
his present Surinjam as a life-grant* The allusion which, in reiterating the 
eentiments of Mr, Warden, the late Agent, yon have made 'to tlic antiquity* 
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of above grant, is incorrect, siDce the Surlnjaci held bj the decenaed 
adoptive father of Madhow Rao Poorundhuree was, on his death in 1S3S, 
eotirely resu ned, and in authorising, in October 1634, the grant of a pro¬ 
vision of Hs. 25,000 per annuEn to Madhow Rao, the Honorable Court 
coutemplated this grant being made in the form of a stipend, and in thia form 
it was for Gomc time paid to hJm; and afterwards, at his solicitation, this 
stipend waa commuted into a grant of land in t}ie Poona'CoUectorate/' 

6, These proceedings haring been reported to the Honorable tlie Court of 
Directors, that authority in reply, in their political Letter dated the 22nd May, 
No* 15 of 1649, observed,— 

la connection with the subject of adopted heirs, the case of Madhow 
Rao Poorundhuree requires notice. TJiis Sirdar holds a Surinjam of 
Rs, 25,033* which was recommended both hy Mr. Warden and Mr. Rrown 
for an hereditary tenure, to which, under the present Rules, the family 
would have been entitled, had they coDtinued to hold their estate on the 
original grant j: but the present incumbent is an adopted son, whose adoption 
was never recognlaed by GoTemment, and the family pos^iesslotis, amount¬ 
ing to lia. 50*330, were resumed in 163(5, the present Suilnjam being 
granted by our Government, as an act of grace, to the present incumbent, 
expressly as a life-gnmt. The Tccommeudation^ of Mr. Warden and of Mr. 
Brown for its continuance on hereditary tenure Bcem to be grounded chic.ly 
cm the former greatness aud piieaeat cotisidcratlon of the family, of whom 
Madhow Rao is held to l>e the representative of the principal branch, while 
eeverat junior brandies have Ijeen amply provided for. Wo do not tlitnk it 
de&irable to recognise at this late date an adoption to which you have 
alw'aya hitherto refused recognition, and we concur with you in opinion that 
the circuruBtanccs.of the case -aie not such as to call upon ua to alter the 
grant for life into one of hereditary tenure." 

d. It is, however, just to lire late Agent, Mr, Drown, to observe that ilic 
Government letter of tire 9th May, No. 1696 of 164(5, only directed 'Mhe 
Surinjam of Madhow Rao Ncelkutit Poorundhuree to be expunged from 
Clttss L and entered iu Class IIL, the grants in which Latter lists arc resum- 
able on the death of the present incumbents/’ The Government letter ought 
to have specially mentioned that M&dhow Xiao's grant being a grant hy the 
British Governmeivt, was to be distinguished from the other Sannjams in 
Class III, by a provisiou that a moiety of the net proceeds was not to be con- 
tinned as a life-grant to the lineal heir. Thig provision Mr, Brown ought per¬ 
haps to have inferred, but his proceodings were not so worthy uf blame as 
Captain Cowper's report would suggest. 

Resolved, —That with jeference to the circumstances above mentioned, 
thje Inam Comipisaioner and the Agent for Sirdars in the Deccan be mformed, 
in reply to the last paragraph of Captain Cowper's letter of the 13th ultimo, 
Wo. 2071, that it is not the intention of Governmeat that, on the death of 
3m 
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Madtiow Ruo Neelkunt Poorundhuree, any pensiDii sliuuld be cuntiaiied to 
hla beire^ on the resumption of the Surinjam which has been panted to him 
for life. 
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No. 460 OF 1864. 

Political Departmekt. 

From Ca])tam T* A* CowpsRj 

Inam Comniissioruir, 

To II, L. Anderbon, Esq., 

Secretary to GoTerament, 

Dated Poonay 14M September 1854* 

SiRj—I have the honour, in accordance with the instructions contained in 
your memorandum No. 3166, of the I2tli July kat, to report upon the Surin- 
jam entered in the revised lists of 1847, in the name of “ Meera Gunoco 
Kissaldar," as No, 37 of Claims HI,, and the last holder of which haring died, 
a pension equal to half the amount of the net proceeds is, according to the 
revised lists, payable to the next generation* 

2. Tlie village of Pimpulgaum Landga, in the Nmggur Talooka of the f,ok 
Icctoiate of Ahmednuggui-, at the close of the Pesh wa^s rule alienpterl* 

3* This village was after the introduction of the Britfsh Govjrinneut 
granted inSurinjatn by Mr* Elphinstone toMeera Gunnee wulud Nam Itaoot, 
a llissaldar of the jiuxiiiary liorse, under circumstances explained in the 
following letter, dated the lyth November 1819, fi-om Mr* Elphinetojic's buc- 
ocssor, Mr. Chaplin, to the Collector of Ahmednuggur;— 

“ Meera Gunnee^s HisBalla being dischaiged, it is resolved to reward 
him by the grant of a village yielding about Eb. 1,500 a year. He lia;^ 
been directed to wait on you, and you will be pleased, in conjunction with 
him, to fix on one of that value, that it may he made over to him.” 

4, The Collector reported having carried O'Ut the Camtniseionet*ft orders 
in a letter dated the 8th December following, which is below tranecribed 

** I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the lUth 
ultimo, and to acquaint you that I have made over to Meera Ounnee the vil¬ 
lage of Pimpulgaum Landga, in the Purguna of Pandy Pairgaum, in Jagheeiv 

“ 1 beg leave to enclose a Murathee memorandum of the value of that 
villiige [ s* o* ] for the Duftur at Poona, and to annex a statement oJ' its 
substance* 

I beg furilmr to add that Meera Gunneo seemed to expect iio wnri to 
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hold the village in perpetaity to himself and beirij but as you [ q, ] com¬ 
mands ’were not to that effect, I have only released it conditionally/' 

5, On the 6th January 1&20 a Sunud was issued to Meera Gunnee which 
is not now forthcoming, hot a registry of it lias heen found in the Commis¬ 
sion er^s diary, and It appears that the villiige was granted in Jagbeer for two 
generations,e. to Meera Gunnee, and after him to his son. 

6, Meera Gunnee wulud Naiti lEaoot died ii> Maixih 1820,* and on the 
Slst September 1820 the Commiseioiier, Mr. Chaplin, addressed tlic following 
letter to the Collector of Alimednuggur:— 

''It appears on the death of Meera Gunnee,late Diiffcdars [ s. o. ] in llie 
bullock department at Sei-oor, that the person, late a Rissaldar of boi se, to 
whom the village granted to Meera Gnnnee was intended to revert on Ins 
deatlij is not his son, but his nephew. It appears, also, that owing to the 
circumstance of the name of the nephew also being Meeia Gunnee, and Ids 
haring always passed as hi a son, the Sunud which was intended to be in 
the names oT the deceased and his son has actually been granted by mistake 
to the nephew and [ s, o.] Ids son, 

“ A new Sunud has, accordingly, been granted to the nephew for life 
only, and the former Sunud has been cancelled, I request you will have 
the goodiiGsa to procure tlie former Sunud from the csecutors of the de¬ 
ceased, who claim the village for the son, ^md have refused to give the 
Sunud up to tJie nephew, 

** I enclose a copy of the new Sunud, and request you will desti-oy the 
old one.^' 

7, The new Sunud (copy of which i-^ annexed, and marked A) referred to 
in the last paragiuph, and dated the 21«t September 1820, has been produced 
by the present claimants. It provides for the eontinaance of the village to, 
and during the lifetitne of Meera Gunnee, the sou of Bhaik Iloosseio, who 
was the couHin fd the original gmntce, Meera Gunnee wulud Nain Raoot. 

S, Ill a “statement of Surinjams granted pinco November 1810,^" forward¬ 
ed to the Bombay Government with Mr* Chnpliifs letter Ho, 21, of the 28tli 
October 1822, this holding was entered as shown below :— 


to 

PiTsont IncuEQilKitt* 

Kamol. 

1 

Aknr, frcaenl 
Produfi*. 

1 

! Remarka. 

5 

Meera Gunnee.. ,. 

Ra. a. p. 

1,506 Q 0 

Ra. A. p. 
1,;100 0 0 

i 

Originally sanctioned, hut not 
included in the List, 


* Accordiuji^ to the Statement of hia son Peer Mahomedj recorded before Caphun Cowper, 
on the 6th ^>tcmber 
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J). 1a the Iijits prepared in 1834 by the Deputy Agent for Sirdars, 
Mr. J. Warden, this Sunnjam wujs entered as shown below, as No, 76 of 
Clasa 111, :— 


N ftiPfl of tirt Preheat 
IiicuMbdut, 

Date of Oi^- 
giiifil GroAt. 

EHtiiARtcd roal 
Vulu?, 

Meera Gnmiee, 
late a nbHaLdar 
in the Peon ft 
Auiiliary ITorsc. 

A ■ D ■< 

1816-19. 

lt«. 

1,590 

• 


fSjr mbk- 
in^ tijd RR 

I recoMieil by tlue 
Sols Cn^QuilS' 
sioner La ilie 
Detscan, 




A Sunud waa granted by 
the late ComRiLssJouor 
in tJie Dueeartf uiiiltr 
date the 21fit September 
1820,^ tor the eviitiuva^ 
dou of the Tillage ns a 
IJfe'graiit:. 


10. Oil the revival, shortly afterwards, of the Deputy Agonfs lists by tlie 
Agent, Mr. Marriott, the above entry was preserved, the number only being 
changed, and becoming 58, 

tl. Ill the lists prcpai'cd by tlie Agent, Mr. Mills, m 1840, this Suriiijam 
appears to have been first entered as in the previous lists, and to have br;.n 
Kuhsequeutly erased. 

12. In the lists prepared by the Agent, Mr. Warden, and submitted on 
the 29th December 1844, this iSurinjam was entered as Ko. 14 of Claiis Ill.* 
as shown below :—- 



ILftiinato^ Alt" 
nuai Vfllue of 
oach 


Iti. B. p, 
8 1 


DAfo of S u 

(Jr4int, tii I I So 

froia Sn- P ^ s 

nude and ^ S 

KocvaIb. ^ 





42 

yean 
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14» »The revised lists appear erroneouely to describe this Surinjam iu tlie 
following instances ^— 

\sL —In the column of remarks it is stated,—" This Surinjam was under 
attachment by tlie Peshwa’s Government, afid was restored by the British 
Govemment on the 21st September 1820” ; the tact beir^ that it had never 
existed under the Peshwa, and could not, therefore, have been restored* 

2ttd .—Tlie date of grant is stated to be the 21 at September 1S20, but this 
is the date of the second Sunud, continuing the Burinjam to the second 
generation,—the date of the Sunud making the ori^ijial grant is the 6tb 
January 1820. 

3fd*—In the 4tb column ojf the re vised lists the present incumbent and the 
original grantee are shown as*one and tlie same person, which was not the 
case, as the incumbent, when the revised lists were framed, was the second 
British grantee, 

15. No statement seems to have been called for from, or made by, the 
holder of this Burinjam, when the revised lists were prepared. 

16- The Honorable Court of Directors have, in the 42nd paragraph of 
their political despatch No. 10, of the 4th February 18&2, declared,—'‘ The 
Surinjam Rules were never intended to apply to grants by our own Cover \- 
ment, unless these w^ere in lieu of Surinjams previously held,” 

17, Undei‘ all the circumstances of the case, therefore, it does not appear 
to me that the heirs of the Last holder cif this Burinjam, who was the second 
grantee of u grant specifically made by the British Government for two lives, 
can he entitled, after the lapse of those two lives, to the pension claimable un¬ 
der Rules framed wfth special reference to Surinjams held under Uie Peahwa^s 
Government, and which Rules do not apply to British grants. 

1 have the honour to be, Jcc. 

(Signed) T* A. CowrEn, Captain, 

I nam Commissioner. 


Memorandum. 

The Secretary to Government presenta his compliments to the Inam Com- 
misaioner, Captain Cowper, and requests his opinion as to whether the second 
Sunud, granted on the 21 at September 1820 to the was not granted on 

erroneous considerations. Mr. Chaplin appears to have said that a Sunud 
intended to be in the names of the deceased and hia son has actually been 
granted by mistake to the nephew and KIb son." The question arises, was 
this a mistake, or was not the mistake Mr. Chaplin's? There appear to have 
been two Mecia Gunnecs, the one & DufFedar in the bullock department at 
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Seroar, the other (the boq of the DufFedar's cousin) a Eiesaldar, Mr. Chaplin 
say a the Sunud was intended to be in the name of the deceased—(. e. the Duf^ 
fedar^ and that tt waa by mistake granted to the nephew (cousin's son), u e, the 
Rissaldar; but U this conaistcnt with Mr. Chaplin’s letter of the 19th No¬ 
vember 1319—^*Meera Gunnee'a Nissalkt being discharged^ it is resolved 
to reward him by the grant of a village yielding about lls, 1,500 a year” ? 
It would seem from this that the grant was intended to be made to the Hissal- 
dar, and that the mistake which really occurred was that the Suntid was drawn 
np in favour of Mcem Gnnnee leidud Naijt I^aoot instead of Meera Gimnee 
wulud Shaik H<fOiStrtn, It may possibly be, however, that the Duffedar in the 
bullock department had formerly been a RiBsoldarj and tJms the difficulty 
would be dearcd up; but the Secretary would be glad to be favoured with 
Cuptaiu Cowpcr^B opinion on Hie point auggeated. 

(Signed) II. ANDEisaoN, 

Secretary to Government. 


No. 1403 OF 1854, 

Political Depahtment. 

Referred to the Inam Commisti!oner for Captain Cowper'a report (to be 
written below) on the points indicated in the preceding memorandum. 

By order, &c. 

(Signed) H. L. Andehson, 

Casll^j 2\$t September 1854. Secretary to Government, 


No, 497 OP 1854. 

POUTICAL DeFAHTMEHT. 

J}a,ted Pooiidj 26^A S^pt^inher 1854, 

Captain Cowper bege to slate that Meera Gunnee wulu^ Nain Raoot was a 
Duffedar in the bullock department at Seroor, to whom it was resolved to 
grant a village as a reward for services rendered by him in. having incurred 
certain expenses iti raising a RLsBallft of horse, 

2. Of this Rissalla Meera Gunnee wulud Shaik Hoossein was appointed 
Ritisaldar, and so remained until the reduction of the Rissalla in or about 
1918, 

3. The substance of the last two jmragraphs is that recorded before Cap¬ 
tain Cowper on the 4th September last by the son of Meera Gujmee wulud 
Shaik Hoossein, 
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4. Xhe foregoing appears a probable story, and leads Captain Cowper to 
believe tliat Mr, Chaplin imist have granted the second Bunud with a full and 
correct knowledge of the facta of the case, when, in hia letter of the 21 et Sep¬ 
tember 1820, he tbuB described both the DufTedar and Rissaldar:— 

It appears on the death of Meera Gunnee, late Duflfedars [h. o.] in the 
bullock department at Seroor, that the person, late a BiesaMar of horse, to 
whom the village lately granted to Meeia Gunnec was intended to revert 
on his death, is not his son, but bis nephew,” 

5. It seems, therefore, that Mr, Chaplin, in alluding in Ills letter of the 
19th I'yoveniber 1819 to the discharge of ^^Meera Gunnee’s Ribsalla,” must 
have described the Meera Gui^nee who raised, or assisted to raise the Ris- 
salla, and not the secoad Meera Ounnee, who served in it, 

<3. The Collector's letter of Che 13th January 1821 to the Commissioner 
contains an error which requires correction, in it Captain Pottinger says 
that he foi'wards a Murathee petition received from Peer Mahou^ed, tlie eldest 
legitimate heir of the late Meera Gunnee, Uissaldar of the Poona Auxiliary 
Hoi'&e." That the “late Meera Gumiec” alluded to was the Dtiffedarf 
and not the Rlssaldar, is proved by the original Murathee petition on 
record here, and which is from Peer Maliomcd, tlic son of “Mccra Gunn .o 
Dufi'edar/' 

7, But the circumstances of the ca&e are fortunately still more complrlely 
explained by General Smith's letter, a copy of which accompanied Captain 
Pottmger's of the 13th January 1821. Geneml Smith says: — 

I had the honour, in a private form, to make you acquainted with the 
case to which the^aceompanying petition refers- 

“ The late Meera Gunnee was granted by the Honorable M, EJphin- 
stone, then Commissioner, a small Jagheer, in consideration of his Jieavy 
iusises ill having raised a body of horse for the auxiliaries, 

“ 1 was well acquainted with Meera Gunnee’e circumstances, and, fixmi 
the demands that have come upon his estate since his death, I can well 
believe he w^as mlhed by his engagements for that service. 

Peer Mahomed ifl the eldest legitimate son of the late Meera Gunnee, 
a boy of about twelve or fourteen years old. 

** Meera Gunnee employed as his Hissaldar, witlt Captain Swonston's 
consent, to whose division his horse were attached, a cousin of his, named 
Meera Gunnee also, who managed everything relative to bia horse.” 

(Signed) T. A. Cowpeb, Captain, 

* Inam Commissioner. 
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No. 4442 OF 1854. 


Politic At Depatitment. 


To P, W. LeQevt, Egq.j 

Agent for Sirdars in the Deccan. 

SiH,—I am directed by the Right Honoi'able the Governor in Council 
to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 367, dated the 30th June last, 
with enclosure, reporting the death on the 20th of the same month of Meem 
Gunnee RissaJdarj the holder of the Surinjam No, 37 of Class III. in the 
revised lists of 1847, and Co inform you that ae the village of Pimpulgaum 
Landga, which compriaed this holding, was granted by the British Govern¬ 
ment, the grant is not affected by the Surinjam Rules, and siiould, therefore, 
now be resumed without the assignment of any pension to another generation. 

2* I have also to transmit, for your information and for record in your 
office, copies of two reports, Nos. 4G0 and 407, dated the 14th and 2Gtli 
ultimo, from Captain Cowper, Inam Commissioner, regarding this Surinjam. 

3. An extract, paragraph 1, of this letter, will be forwai^ded to the Acting 
Collector of Ahmednuggur^ for his information and guidance. 


1 have the honour to be, &:c. 
(Signed) H. L. ANDEitsorj, 

Jhmbiiy Castlet I8i/i October 1854. Secretaiy to' Government. 


No. 4443, OF 1854. 

•ii 

Fonvarded to Captain Cowper, inam Commissioner, for hia information, 
with reference to the subject of his repoits Nos- 460 anil 437, dated the 14th 
and 2Gth ultimo. 

(Signed) H. L. AMUEnsofr, 

Hontha^ Cixstle^ 18tA October 1854. Secretary to Goveniment. 


Extract Eara^nph 22 from a J)espatch Jrom the Honorable the Oonrt of 
HirectorSt dated the 121A HecembcTf An. 27 of 1855. 

Para. 22. The particulars of this Jagbeer were most incorrectly given 
in the revised lists. Being a grant by our own Government as a reward fof 
sciTice, it is not subject to the Burinjam Rules, and as the two lives for which 
it was granted have lapsed, it has been very properly resumed without the 
grant of a pension to another generation. We, however, approve tlie grant of 
bn. 5 per montJi to each of the two widows foTlIfe, 
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No. 478 OF 1S54. 


From Captain T* A. Cowpeh, 

Inam Commiasio^cr) 


Political Uepahtmisnt. 


To H. L, Anderson, Egq,f 

Secretary'to Goveriuiient, Bombay. 

Dated Poona, the Idih September 1854. 

SiR]—1 bavc the houout to report upon thcBtirinjam entered in the re¬ 
vised lists of 1847 as No. 24 of Class IIJ.j in tlio name of Blnigwunuaa 
Ho]kar> and shown in the Uata to consist of the village of Kambcr, 
in the Ahmednuggiir Collcctoratc, of the estimated annual value of 
Rs. 2,975-11-0. 

2. Up to the close of the Peshwa^s Government^ Kambce and a 
number of other villages, composing one-half of the Purguna of Shew- 
gaum, were hold by Holkar. 

13, Kambec and all other possessions of Holkar in the Ahmednug- 
gur Collcctorate were ceded to the British Government by the Treaty 
of the Gth January 1819. 

4. Sabacquenlly to the Treaty, |iindry ciaims wore preferred by 
Holkat^s Government, some of which were as a matter of grace, and 
not of right, admitted, and among them were those of the dependents 
of Holkar, by whom many villager ceded by the Treaty had been pre* 
viously held, Kambec being one of these viUages. 

5. These villages wore eventually disposed of under Rules framed by 
the Beeean Commissioner, Mr, Chaplin, whose decisions were couGrm- 
cd by the Bombay Government in their Political Secretary's letter 
No. 146, of the 15th February 1S21. 

6. The rule under which Kambee (which had been originally 
granted by Holkar to Anundrao Holkar, and which at the introduction 
of the British Government had been found in the poBsesaion of hia son 
Bhugwuntrao) was continued as a life-holding to Bhngwuntrao Holkar 
is below transcribed 


“ 5. Grants in Sounaar Begmcc, &e. to persons of the Aptmun- 
dulee to be hold for life only, although they may be eiEprcssed in 
the Sunud as perpetual, and if not bo expressed, to be resumed at 
once, unless they should already have descended beyond the original 
grantee, in which case they will be admitted for life/’ 
lo 
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10* Oil tbe revisitHi of Mr. Wardcti*3 lim by hig successor, Mr. Erown, iCambee was enlered as No* 24 of Class 
III *, as shown below 
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11, The CDiry in the revUed lists seems to have been incompletCf 
inasmuch as Government were merely informedj —** An order of Mr, 
ChapliDj dated the 6th February 1831, is on the recordsj direeting this 
Surinjam to be reatored,’* But Iho terms opon which the restoialion 
was made should surely iflfve been also specified, and the real state 
of tho case would then have been apparent, and it would have been 
seen that the restoration had been distinctly limited (see paragraphs 5 
and 6 of this letter] to the life of Bhugwuntrao bin Anundrao Holkar, 

13, The reason assigned in the revised lisfa for the aon-entry of 
Kambee in the lists of 1834 and 184[) wasj—“The present incumbent 
being a dependent of Holkar, hla name waa not Included in the former 
liata.” But this appears incorrect, because the village had been restored 
to Bhugwuntrao bin Anuiidrao by a Sunud expressly declaring the 
grant lb be one from tka British Government. (See paiagraph 7 of this 
letter,) 

13. The whole villi^c of Kambee has never been, and is not now, 
aa shown in the revised lists, held by Bhugwuntrao Holbar, who cl aims 
and is in posaession of the Jaghcer Umui, or about thrcc-fourtha only. 
This error appears to have found its way into the lists from the incor¬ 
rectness of the returns furniahed to the Agent by the Collector of Ah- 
mednugguT, 

14. This grant the revised lists describe as one of 1793, and still 
in the hands of the first British grantee: as such, therefore, if entered 
al all in the lists, it should have been placed,not in Class III., but in 
Class IT, 

lt>. Under all the circumstances hcrcinbcfoTe reported, this holding 
does not appear to be one to which the Hales laid down by the Honor* 
able Court in 1842, and upon which the lists of 1844 and 1847 were 
framed, can be applicable. It was continaed under the deliberate 
decision of Mr. Elphinstone^s Government by a 8unud * expressly de¬ 
claring it a life-grant, aiid ji was only' continued at all owing to the 
special circumstance of its having been found to have descended beyond 
the original grantee. (See paragraph 6 of this letter,) 

I have the honour to be, 

(Signed) T, A, Cowpeh, Captain, 

^ Inam Commissioncr. 


• Mr. Cliftplia, in bic circuliT kttet of the 2iia Februar}- 1321 , directed the »evfT*l CoUetf- 
kv* to " i«ue new Smmds to the present inniEnbente of locb gwtnte a* arc to be cQuAnaed,'' 
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No. S70 OF 1855. 


Political Department. 

To Captain T. A. Cowper^ 

Inam Commissioner. ’ 

Sir,—I am Jirected by the Eight Honorable the Governor in Coun¬ 
cil to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 479, dated the 19iK 
September last, reporling upon the Surinjam entered in the revised 
lists of 1847 as No. 24 of Class III., in the name of Bhugwuntrao 
Holkar, and to inform you that this case will be referred for the consi¬ 
deration and orders of the Henorablc the Court of Directors. 

I have the honour to be, &c. 

(Signed) ♦!!. L. Anderson, 

Secretary to Government. 

Bombay Castle^ 20/A January 1855. 


Parag^raph G7/rom a Despatch from the Hottorable the Cof, ri 
of DircctarSi dated the I2th Uecem&er, iVb. 27 o/1855. 

Para, 67, ft ia clearly shown by Captain Cowper that this grant is 
one to which the Surinjam Hulea are not applicable. It is one of the 
grants originally made by Holkar, and continued by our Government 
in 1820, under new Sunuds, for life only. The rule being laid down “that 
all grants to be continued should be held exclusively of us, and in all 
respects on the same footing as other grants of the same description 
made by ourselves,” we cannot agree with Mr, Warden that under this 
Rule the grantees should receive pensions ‘^on the same footing as 
other Surinjamdars,” for the Sufinjamdats of the Peshwa have been 
placed on a much more advantageous footing than those whose grants 
were made” at a comparatively recent period ^^by ourselvee.” The 
entry in the Surinjam lists of the holding now under report, though 
made by mistake, may have occasioned hopes lu the mind of the holder 
that a pension of half the value of his bolding would be continued* to 
his son* But unless we are to be precluded from correcting the many 
errors which have been shown to exist in these lists, we see no reason 
for granting to this family what the terms pf the Sunud must have 
shown them th^t they were not eutitled to. Before pensions can be 
granted to persons so situated, special ground must be shown for such 
grant, 
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No* 694 OF 1864. 


From Ca)>tdn T. A. Cowpeh, 

Inam Commiasioner, 


Political Departuent. 


To H. L. AnderbotTi Esq*, 

Secretary to Government, Bombay. 

J^ated Pofma^ 21 th JVbiremSer 1864i 


Sir,—I have the honour to report upon the Sunnjam entered in the re¬ 
vised lists submitted by the Agent for Sirdars, Mr. Brown, on the 26di 
October 1847, No. 3D of Class tlX., in the name of Bapoo Goaavec 
Vinchoorkur. 

2. This Surinjam has lapsed, and has been resumed accordingly, under 
t)ie orders of Government contained in the Chief Secretary's letters dated the 
14th April 1861 and the 25th August 1852* The rectification, therefore, of 
the erroneous entry in the lists of 1347 is all that now remains to be done. 

3. In the lists it is stated in the column of remarks ,—** The Ohor Chittee 
js in Sukaram Gosavee^a name, and a pensionary grant should have heen 
given to his son Bapoo Gosavee, the present incumbent, but the SurJnjam has 
been continued by mistake in his name’";—and upon this information the 
conthmajicc of the Surinjam during the lifetime of Bapoo Gosavee Vmchoor- 
kur was sanctioned by the Honorable Court. 

4. But it was not by any mistake that the Surmjam virus continued at the 
death of Sukaram Gosaree,—the continuance took place under the special 
orders of Government, conveyed in the Chief Secretary's letter. No. 1944, of 
the 10th November 1831, below transcribed:— 

X am directed! to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 26th 
May last, announcing the death of Sukaram Goaavee Vinchoorkur, and 
to acquaint you that the village of Saol, held by the deceased on account 
of the office hq Jield in the household of the late Peahwn, is to be continued 
to his son Bapoo Sukamn, in virtue of his having been placed by the 
ex*Peshwa in the office of his late father; but in the event of Bajea llao'a 
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death <^T Bapoo Sokamm'e removal from his situation, the village in ques¬ 
tion win revert to GoverameciL * 

1 have the honour to be, 

(Signed) T* A. Cowper, Captain, 

Inatn ComtaLSSioner^ 


Wo, 2192 OP IB56. 

POUTICAL jDEPAnTMSNT, 

From H, L. Andsrson, Bsq<f 

Secretaiy to Government, Bombay, 

To Captain T» A. Cotvpee, 

Special CammiBsioner, in charge of Alienation Department, 

Dated 1th May 185ff* 

Sir,'— am directed by the Right Honorable the Governor in Council to 
acknowledge the receipt of yonr letter No, 694, dated the 2Tth November 
1854, relative to the Sariujam entered in the revised lists of 1847 as No. 30 
of Class 111^, in the name of Bapoo Gosavee Vinchoorkur. 

2i In reply, 1 am desired to inform you that no orders are called for on 
the letter under acknowledgment, instructions having been issued by t^vern- 
ment for the resumptioti of the Surtnjam in question under date the 14th 
April 1851, 

3, The errors pointed out in the above letter were broaght to the notice 
of the Honorable Court of Directors under date the 30th December 1354, 

I have the honour to be, &c, 

(^gned) H, L, Akdebsoi^, 

Secretary to Govemmenl 


Dtymbay CaAite^ 7th May 1856. 
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No. 674 OF 1B55. 


Political DtPAntMiNt. 


From Lieutenant C, J* Griffith, 

Afifiistaiit Inam Commissioner Notthem Bivision^ 


To Captain T, A. Cowpeh, 

Inam Commissioner Northern BivisipU- 


DatCfl Pnofta, Jujte 185^, 


Sir,—I have the honoar, under the inatrucUons noted in the margin, 

to report upon the Surinjam entered aa No. S'J 
of Claaa I. in the name of Krishnrao Hetn 
Foorundhuree in the roviaed lists of Suri^jams 
submitted' to Government hy the Agent for Sir¬ 
dars, Mr. Hrowiij on the 26th OctoWter 1847, 


Letter fro on the Secretii- 

S ^toGaveronieRt, Mr, An- 
enoa, to the luAm Cora* 
uiiBaicracr Kortherti Divi* 
sioDt 572 , dftted 7 tb 
February 1355. 


2. This Snrinjam was entered in the Class of "Silledars,’^ as shown 
below, in a memorandum prepared by Mr. EJpliinstone'H Secretary, 
Mr. McDonnell r— 


**No, 2,—Krishnrao Ram Poorundhuree,—Bxtl. 


** KuANDmsn, 

“ Jaghe^r. 

Mouj(£ Khirdee, Purguna Rav^r», Rs. 3,960 0 0 

Vmjil. 

Waghodey, Purguna Raver, SurdcEhmookee., ,, 790 0 0 


Total., ,, Rs, 4,7^0 0 0 

** 2, All the accounts agree as to villages. The Killedar, however, 
makes the Umol more and the Jagheer less than the Duftur : he gives 
the Kumat of both at Rs, 4,600, and the receipts at Be, 2,000-” 

3, The following eittract shows the enlrj^of thie Surinjatu, as No, 2 
1 a 
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in the Class of “ Silledars**’ in the lists of Jaghecrs which were transmitted 
by Mr. Elphlnstone to the Supreme Government on the 25th 'October 


1819:— 
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4* The Suritijam waj actually restored to (Jl)* Krishnrao Ram 
PooTUndhurcc. Tliis is shown by a register of restored pcraonul Ja- 
gheers, which was subniittcd to the Bombay Govcrnmcni by Mr. Elphin- 
stonc^a successor, Mr* Chaplin, on theSSlh October 1322, and an extract 
from which is given below :— 
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6* lu the lists of Surinjams framed in 1334 and 1840, the holding 

• The niimjjer thus aHixCtl a'nnnqe is tli« <jTic\iliich mmrks Uin the Gcaciilrhghc«1 Tihle 
gWen at the clixc of the Gtb 
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was entered as a grant of a. n. 1745 in tlie name of Krlshnrao Ram 
Poorandharee j an \hc Depnty Agent Mr. Warden’s lUts of 18M it 
stood No. 31 ir Clasa IL ; in the Agent Mr. Marrioti^a revised lists of 
1834 it became No. 13 of Ul ass II.; and in the list^ prepared in 1S4D 
by the Agents Mr. Mills, it was entered as No* 40 of Class II.* 

6* In the lists prepared in 1S44 by Mr. Warden, as Agent, this 
Sorinjani was entered as No. 31 of Class 1., as shown in tho following 
extract:— 
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7, In the revised lists s'lbmtlted to Govornment on the 20tU October 
1847 by Mr, Brown, the Agent for ^irtlars^ the Silriojaiu was entered 
as shown in the following extract, the nuinbor having been changeJ 
to 23. 
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8- In paragraph '2 of the Chief Secretary’s Jetler No. 1447, of ilie 
7th ApHl 1648, Ihc following iustructionB were jssued to Mr- Brown in 
regard to the Surinjam :—** 

“You are, however, requested to stale what proofs e 3 (iat inde¬ 
pendently of the Suriiijam lists framed in the year 1834 f that llie 
Surinjams entered Nos- 17, IS, and 23 in this Class were granted prior 
to the year 1751,—the limit which has been fixed upon by the Honor¬ 
able the Court of Directors as giving to the holders an hereditary 
title," 

9. Mr. Brown’s reply, quoted below, was contained in the 4th pa¬ 
ragraph of his letter No- 187, of the 22nd August following :— 

“ 4 * Surinjam No- 23,*by the extracts from the Peshwa’s records 
marked 3, show that Myral Gornajee’s title of Sirdar dates from 
A. n. 1741; and in paragraph 4 of the same, the village of Xhirdee 
was granted in 1754, In the 6th paragraph the village of Waghodey 
was granted in a. n. 1761^ in the 11th paragraph the village of Koo* 
sulunibec, which dates back as far as a- p, 1741, as shown m the 
1st paragraph, on account of its not being easily managed, was re¬ 
sumed by Government, and Waghodey given in exchange." 

10. After tile receipt by Government, of the explanation quoted *ii 
the preceding paragraph, nothing more appears to have been done, Mia 
Surinjam having been allo'wed to remain in Class I, up to the present 
time. 

11. Gopalrao Poorundhuree has now given in a statement showing 
his claims, which are as follows:^ 


No. 

Clulmi. 


Not Valiio per Aumimf 
according to ClainiBJit. 

1 

Tlie Surdfilimooke^ Umul of the villfige 


Ha. a. p. 

2 

Wftghodey Booirook, bs Sarinjam .. 
■The entire villsge of Khirdee, as Surin- 

Khandeiah 

300 0 0 



Khandeigh ...... 

1,800 0 0 

1 2,100 0 0 


.... 

Alleged 

net value.. lU. 


12. The claimant states that the Surdeshmoolcee Umul of Wagho- 
dey Boozrook was granted, as a family maintenance, by the Peshwa 
Ballftjee Bajee Rao, to (1) Myral Punt, in a. d. 1759-60, in lieu of the 
Mokassa Uinulpf the village of Koosulumbce. 

13. He asserts that the village of Khlrdee was granted aa salary, by 
the Peshwa Ballajee Bajcc Rao^ to (1) Myral Punt, in a. u. 1754. 
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14. Of tbe documents produced as evidence by the claimant^ it ie 
necessary to describe nine only^ a$ these are all which have atiything 
to do with his title to the Surinjana claimed. The substance of these 
nine papers is given below. Each document is lettered^ the correspond¬ 
ing letter being entered in the copy of the documeul aa given in Ap- 
pendiic 1, 

Relating to Wa^hadc^f the Surdeshmookee Umnt of which was g'ranted 

in ticu of Koosulumhe&. 

A. 

1, A document dated the S2iid Suforj Suiaa Arbain Mya wu Ullnf 
(a. o. 1742-43), purporting to be aTakccd^'^iettcrof injunclion) from the 
Pesbwa BaJlajee Bajee Kao to the Komavisdar of Jamkhed, confirming 
(1) Myral Gomajee in the possession of the Mokassa Umul of the vil¬ 
lage Xooaulumbee. 

B. 

IT. A document dated 29th Rubee-ool-Awuljf Scctain Mya wu 
UiLuf (20th November 1759)* purporting to be a Sunud from the Peshwa 
Ballajee Bajee Rao* sotting forth that as there was great difficulty in 
collecting the revenue of Koosulumbce which {t. e. the Mokassa Umul 
of which} had been held by (1) Myral Gomajee exclusive of his salary 
(Khcrij Tynat), the management of the village had been underlakeq by 
the Government. The Surdcahm'ookce Umul of the village of Wagho- 
dey had, therefore, the Sunud conlinucs, now been conferred upon 
(1) Myral Gomajee in comrrmtation for the same Umul of Koosulum- 
bee. Jf* however, the amount of the Surdcahmookee should over ex¬ 
ceed Rs. IjlOOj after the lease on which the village was farmed had 
expired, the amount in excess was to be credited to Goveramcrit, Myral 
Gomajee enjoying the Umul up to that sum. 

C. 

III. A document dated 15th Jummad'Ool-Awul, Khumus Subaia 
Mya wu Ulluf (25th July 1774), purporting to be a SunudJ from the 
Peshwa Mad how Rao Narayen, confirming to (2) Ram Rao, in conse¬ 
quence of the death of his father (1) Myral Gomajee, Karkoon Silledar, 
the Surdesfamookce Umul of "Waghodey, to be enjoyed as Kherlj 
Tynat, 

* Thii Takeej is rcf^btered in the State dinry of Sufur* Sulna Arbaio. 

f The State diary for this moatb ia not couplute; no rGgiitry cm be found of the Sunuil 
datotl 2yth Enbee-ool'Awul. 

1 Tbia Suuud la Tcgiatercd tn the Stite diary of tbc iGth JummAil-ooI-Arruh Kkumiii 
Subain. 
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Relative to the Village of KhMce^ 

D. 

IV. A document dated the 12th Sufur,** Khumua fChnmfiain Mya 
wu Ulliif (27th November 1754), purporting to be a Srinud from Ihc 
Peshwa Ballajee Bajee Rao, granting to (1) Myral Gomajee^ as a por¬ 
tion of his salary (Tynat), the Surdeshinoohee Utnul of the viJlago 
KhirdeC] in Khandeisln It Is stated in this Sonud that the whole vil¬ 
lage had been granted, but that a separate Sunnd had Leon issued for 
the remaining portion of it, 

Fu 

V. A documcnl dated the 15lfi Jummad-ooI-Awol, Kliumup Snbain 
My a wu Ulluf (25tlj July 1774), purporting to be a Sunudf from the 
Pcwliwa Mad how Rao Nara’yen, confirming to (2) Rani Rao, upon the 
death of his father (1) Myral, the entire village of Kliirdee, which 
was to be enjoyed by him as salary (JBu^uI Mooshahira). 

F, 

VI, A document dated in SnmanSuTnancen Mya wu Ulluf (a. d* 
1707*88), but without date of month, purporting to be a copy of a 8unu(l} 
from The Peshwa Madhow Rao Narayeb, confirming to (3) Ktishnrao, 
hie father (2) ftam Rao, Karkoou Siliedar, having died, the entire vil¬ 
lage of Khirdee, as Budul Mooshahira or salary, and also the Snrdcsu- 
inookee of Waghodey, as Khcrij Tynat or exclusive of his salary. 

G, 

VII, A document dated the 2Gth January 1846, purporting to be a 
copy of a letter from the Chief Secretary to Government to tlie Agent 
for Sirdars, conveying the authority of Government for continuing the 
village of Kbirdec, entered as No. 31 in the list of 1st Class Surinjams 
for 1844, to the heirs of the late (3) Krishnrao Ram Poorundhuree, 
subject to the confirmation of the Honorable Court of Directors. 

H, 

YllI, A document dated 17th February 1852, purporting to be a 
letter from the Agent for Sirdars, Mr, Rrown, to (5) Gopalrao Ncdkiint 
PooTundhuree, informing him, in reply to a Yad from him, that in the 
(revised) lists of Surinjams lately sanctioned by the Honorable Court of 
Directors, hia Surlujam was entered as au hereditary one under No. 23 
of Class I. 

* In the ?tatc diary of tlib diiE tbere are recorded two Suauds (one for the Surtie^hmoc* 
kce, anti one for tbe remaining Unuils), iasned by the Pesliwa, gran ting to MjtaI Gomjijce, on 
account of his sahry* the entire vllUjfC uf Khtrdee in Khnnckiijli, namely its JaKheer, Dab- 
tee, Surdeslimook^* and Mokaasa Umula, and the "Ghana Dana*^ (foraj^c rueiiev) tni. 

t This Sunud is registered in the State dinry of IGtH JununaiVookAwiil, Kliutnus Sahain, 

X A Sunad to the inme effect na the copy now prodneed ia recorded in the PeahK' c^* Icdf^cr 
of the S^th Kuhcc-ool-Awnh Suman Sumnneeii. 
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TX, A Genealogical Table of the clalmant^fi fai^iily (so much of 
which as is retjuired) is subjoined i— 

(1) MjTBlFllllti* Original ifrantH* 

i 

( 2 ) Earn Rnc.^ Adoptetl. 


(3) Krislin llao,-|- Adopted. 



1 

1 .. 

1 

. 1 

) 

Kfflliiow 

(alive). 

GungAdhnr a 
(^va)* 

Trimhukrao 

(alive). 

Myputrao* f 

(4) NeelkuDtr&s* f 





1 

1 1 




1 


I 




i 


1 

Vittul 

(alive)* 

TnckaraiU 
(alive). 

Naraycn 

(alive). 

Govind 

(alive). 

1 

(5) Gopalraa,. 
the claimvit* 

* 


I 


4 Given in adoption bo another Ihmily. ShrccdhuT Wfunun 

(alive)* (alive). 

[y.B,—Those marked thua* are aaiJ to have died bfe&m, and thow marked Ehuaf subieqtLOntJj to 

the IntrodLLcUoii of Britleli mle.] 

15. The Pesh\va^9 records, and th e documents produced by (5) Gopal- 
rao Poornndburee, show the history of the Surinjam claimed by him 
to be as follows. 

16. In A. D* 1742’43 Myral Gomajee was confirmedj by a Takeed 
registered in the Slate diary^ in the possession of the Mokassa TJmuL of 
the village Koosulumbec. 

17* In A, n. 1750 the Siirdesbmookee XJmul of the village of Wa- 
ghodey was granted to (1) Myral Gomajee, exclusive of hia salary {Khcrij 
Tynat), by a Sunud} from the Peshwa, in lieu of the Mokassa Uinnl of 
Koosulumbee, which was taken ynder the management of the Govern^ 
ment. The Umul was granted, hovrmtXf with the proviso that if its 
amount should ever exceed Re* 1,1 Ot), the excess should be credited to 
the Government* 

18. In A* D. 1754 the entire village of Khirdeo was granted, by a 
Sunud registered in the State diary, to (1) Myral Gomajee, on account of 
his salary. ** 


J Fei! note to DMiii!ieT>t IT.. deiCribhl in purvj^nph 14 . 
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19* In A, St 1774 tho Surdeshmookce UitibiI of T^f^nghodey, and ihe 
entire village of Khirdee wercj '\>y Stinuda which are regiateied in the 
Stntc diary, co’jfirmed to (1) Myral Gomajee's (adopted) son, (9) Ram 
Rao, hia father having died* ^ 

SO* In A, u. 1788 the above Umul and village were eontinued, by a 
Sunud which Ja registered in the State diary, to (3) Kriahnrao, the adapt¬ 
ed son of (3) Ram Kaowidow* A Nnzar of Rs. lOjOOl was on this 
occasion ordered to be levied, 

21, At the introduction of the British Government (3) Krishtirao 
was found in possesaion of both the items now claimed by his grand¬ 
son, and which were conLlnucd at the conqueatj^namely, the Surdesh- 
mookee- Urtml of Wagbodey, held in commatation for part of the vil¬ 
lage Roosulumbee, dating from before a* d. 1742-43, and the entire 
village of Khirdee, first granted in a. n* 1754, 

22* Upon referring to ihe 3rd paragraph it wilt be seen that Mf. EI- 
phinstone’s recommendation with regard to this Surinjam waa,—“ To 
retain his Jaghecr land; may be diminished on his death,*^ 

23. It appears from the Murathee records, relating to these holdings, 
received from the Agenl*B Oifice, that (3) Krishnrao distijiclly stated 
in writing, on ihe 9lh Pebrnary 1844, that the village of Khirdee, the 
greater portion of the ^arinjam, had been originally granted in 1754. 

24. The Honorable Court of Directors had declared (despatch dated 
26th October 1842, No* 17,) that Jagheera which had been granted prior 
to 1751 should be conaideied hereditary, as well as those of more icccnt 
date, which were held in commutation for old possessions resumed by 
the Sirkar. Grants made subsequent to 1751 were to be resumed after 
a second generation from the conquest, a pension equal to half the net 
proceeds of the Surlnjam being assigned to the next—the third—gene¬ 
ration , 

25. According to the above Rules, the Surdcahmookee Umnl of 

Waghodey (granted in 1759, in commutation for an Umul resumed, 
which had been acquired before 1751) was entitled to hereditary conti¬ 
nuance; while the village of Khirdee, which was granted in 1751, 
ought, £ imagine, to have been declared resuraable after a second 
generation from the conquest, the usual pension being provided for the 
third generation, « 

26* But in the revised lists ofSurinjams submitted to Government 
by the Agent for Sirdars, Mr, Brown, on the 2Gth October 1847, with 
his letter No, 178, that gentleman entered the Surdeshmookee Umnl of 
Waghodey, and also th^ village of Khirdee^ in Class I*, as being ** here- 
dilary in the fullest sense of the word” ; the date of original grant was 
entered by him aa 1745* 

27. Under these circumstancesj the Chief Secretary on the 7ih April 
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1S4S (Utter Na* H47, paragraph 2) desired Mr* Brown to state what 
proofs existed that this Surinjam (viz* Khirdee and tbs Bufdeshmookee 
of Waghodey), wbieb was cnlered in Class T* of his revised lists, had 
been granted prior to 1751,—the limit fixed by the Honorable Court of 
Directors as giving the holdera an hereditary title* 

28. Ft is dilHcuU to understand the nature of Mr* Brown's explana¬ 
tion, which will be found quoted in the 9th paragraph of this letter ; but 
if he meant to ^ay that because a portion (vi^* the Surdeahmookee 
Umul of Wagbodeyjof the Surinjam was of a date antecedent to 1751, 
therefore the remaining portion (the village of Khlrdee, granted in 1754) 
was entitled to be considered as bearing the same date, he must have 
completely misapprehended the instructions which had been isaued 
by Goveriiment regarding the preparation of the lists ; for he was ex¬ 
pressly cautioned in the Chief Secretary's letter No. 18% of the 9lh 
May 4.346 against assigning to any Surlnjani a date prior to 1751, 
if only a portion of it, and not the whole, had been granted before that 
year. 

29* 1 have appended (No. I.) to this letter, as required by the Go- 

vernment letter from the Political Secretary to the Inam Cornmisaioner 
Northern Division, No. 572, of 7lh February 1855, copies of the docu¬ 
ments, described in the 14th paragraph produced as evidence by the 
claimant, and alao (No* 11*) a copy of the translation of extracts from 
the Peshwa's records, which formed an accompaniment to Mr* Brown's 
letter, containing the explanation quoted above in paragraph 9. 

30. Under the Rules contained in the Honorable Court’s despatch, 
on which the revised lists were framed, the Surdeshmookee Umul 
of Waghodey (so that it shall not exceed Rs* 1,100) is, apparently, conti- 
nuable hereditarily; the remaining portion of the Suritijam, namely 
the entire village of Xhirdee, ought, it would seem, to have lapsed to 
Government after the death of both (3) XrishnTBo and (4) Nilkuntrao; 
(5) Gopalrao, of the third generation after the conquest, being allowed, 
during hie lifetime, the usual provision of half the net revenue of the 
Surinjam* 

r have the honour to be, &e* 

(SigneeJJ C. J. Ghifpitii, Lieutenant, 
Aai^istant Inam Commissioner Northern Division. 
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No. 681 ov 1855, 


POLITICAI, DEPARl'MeWT* 

From CaptEiiD T. A* Cowpeh, 

Inam CommUsioner, Northern 

To H. L, AnDEEaDNi Esq., 

Secretary to Governmentj Bombay, 

Dated Foona, ^2nd June 1850, 

Sir,—I have the honour to submit a report, No. 674, dated 21stin3iaut^ 
from my Asslatant, Lieutenant Griffith, on the Surinjam entered aa 
No. 23 of Ciass T. in the narqe of Krtshnrao Ram Poorundhuree, in the 
revised lists of Snrinjams aabmilted to Govorament by the Agent for 
Sirdars, Mr. Brown, on the 26lh October 1847. 

2. This Sorinjam is now found to have been incorrectly entered in 
the revised lists, which contain the following errors:— 

—Both the itema composing the Sarinjatn arc entered as grants 
made in a. u, 1745, whereas one of them, the village of Kbirdee Booz- 
rook, which forma ninc-lcntha of the whole Surinjam, was granted, not 
in A* D, 1745, but in a. c, 1754, as a new grant, and not in commuta 
lion for anything held previously. 

2n(L —Of the two items composing the Surinjam, one is incorrcCLly 
shown aa conaUling of the village of Waghodey, the SurdcBhmoukcc 
Umul of which village atone ouglit to have been entered. 

3r</.—The name of the “ present incumbent^* of the Surinjam entered 
in column 3 is that of Krishnrao Rum Poorundhuree, who in coIunncL 9 
is stated to be sixiy-five years of age, but who in column 14 is shown 
to have died some years previously,—this last being the correct state* 
ment. 

3. Willi one important dift'ercncc, this case is simliar to the one 
disposed of by the Government order No. 2531 of the Std June 1854. 
In both cases the distinct injunction of Government ngainat assigning 
10 even a single component portion of a Surinjam any other dale than 
that on which it was actually granted, was disregarded, and this not 
only in framing the revised lists, but even after the second reference 
which wms specially made lo the^gent by Government in each of these 
cases. In the case now reported on, however, there was this remark¬ 
able difference, that the foregoing took fdacc after the clalmarit of the 
Surinjam had recorded in the Agenf^ Office the corret^t date of grant of 
tho holding. 

4. Under tft'e Rules in force, the Surdeehmookee Umul of the 

village of Waghodey appears to be, as a grant made in commuLation 

3u 
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for that which was held before a. d. 1751, continuable on hereditary 
tenure, while the village of Khirdee Boozrook, which was granted in 
A. i>, 1754, has, under ilie Honorable Conrt^a instructions in paragraph 
12 of their despatch No, dated 31st October 1849, already properly 
lapsed, and the present incumbent should, as the third generation from 
the conquest, be in the receipt merely of a pension equal to half of the 
net proceeds of llic village. 

3. As the error through which the present claimant ia still in the 
possession of the village of Khirdee BoozTook was committed, not 
through any fraud or misrepresentation on his part, but afier he bad 
correctly staled the case, Government will, probably, approve of my 
recommendation that during liis lifetime noalteration should be made, 
the village being in such case returnable ai his death, without the grant 
of any pension to the next generation^ 

I have the honour to be, 

(Signed) T. A, Cowper, Captain, 

Inam Commissioner Northern Division., 


No. 1B86 OF 1855. 


Political DErARTMcifT^ 


To Captain T. A. Cowpes, 

fnam Commissioner Northern Division, Poona. 


SiJi,—I am directed by the Right Honorable the Governor in Coun¬ 
cil to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 631, dated the 22Dd 
June last, with enclosure, reporting on the Surinjam entered in the 
name of Krishnrao Ram Poorundhuree as No. 23 of Cl^ss 1, in the 
revised Surinjam lists, and to enclose for your information and guid* 
ance a copy of the Government Resolution thereon, dated the 2nd 
instant. 

2. The Agent for Sirdars and the Collector in Khandeish have been 
informed of the decision in this case. 


I have the honour to be, Acc. 

(Signed) H. AnuunBoiv, 
Secrelaiy to Government. 


Boiitbatf Castle, 8/A September 1855. 
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• Rts&luiion of Oovernment^ dated 2nd Septetutber 1S55. 

Hesolted,—K risbnrao Ham Poomadhuree^s Surinjani consisted of 
two holdings in Kbandeish^ one the SurdcatiTnookee Xlmol of Waghodey^ 
the other the irillage of Khirdee* Both of these were in the listB of Mr. 
Warden and Mr. Brown declared to be hereditary in the falieet eenBO 
of the word. 

It Is now incontestably shown, by the statement of the incumbent 
and by the clearest documentary proof, that the village of Khirdec was 
granted in 1754^ and, therefore, should have been included in the 2nd, 
and not in the Ist Class of Surinjams. 

The Burdeshmookce Umid of Waghodey was granted in 1765, bat 
having been given with a certain restriction as to its emoluments in 
lieu of the Mokassa Umul of Xoosulumboe, granted in 1742-43, it waa 
properly included in the Ist Class, as hereditary in the fullest sense of 
the word.^' 

The village of Khirdec, on the other hand, should only have been con¬ 
tinued to two generations from the conquest, with a pension to the third 
generation. Two generalions-^Krishnrao Ram nod his eldest son 
Ncelktint Rao—have died out. The present holder, Gopalrao, ia the 
oldest son of NeelkuntHao. The village, therefore, in strict justice, ha? 
lapsed, and Oopalrao is only entitled to a pension equal to one-half of 
the net revenue of the village. 

As, however, it is clearly shown in the reports of Captain Cowper and 
Xjieutenant Griffith that no fraud was attempted by Gopalrao, and that 
he gave the true dates of the grants of his holdings to the Agent for 
Sirdars, the Right Honorable the Governor in Council is of opinion 
that the suggestion of Captain Cowper ahould be adopted, that no al¬ 
teration be made during the lifetime of the present Incumbent, but that 
the village be resumed on Oopalrao^s death, without the grant of any 
pension to the next generation^ 


Extract Paragraphs 4 and S/r&m a Despatch from the Honorable the 
Court of Directors^ dated the Marchf iVh. 19 q/" 1S56. 

4. The circumstances of this holding are very clearly aet forth by 
Lieutenant C. J. Gridith, the AsBlsfant Inam Commissioner. The 
statements relating to it in the revised lists are very inaecnrate, a part 
of the holding h^tng incorrectly described, and the date which correct¬ 
ly belonged only to the smaller part of it being assigned to the whole. 
This is the more remarkable as Mr. Brown, in hie reply to a call for 
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dplanationt stated the dates correctly^ aad the i neon sis tency between 
them and the conclusions drawn from them escaped the notice of your 
Government* 

5, It is now shown that the Slrdeshmookee TJmul of the village of 
Waghodey, value Ra* 300} which was granted in lieu of a Mokaasa 
Urnol held previously to 1751| ia tho only part of this Surinjam which 
is hereditary under the Rules* The village of Rhirdee, value Ra. 1,800} 
was granted in 1754, not in commutation for anything held previously, 
end, therefore} after the second generation, ought to have lapsed to the 
Oovernnient * and the present holder, being in the third generation, was 
only entiiilod to a pension of half the net proceeds* As, however, he 
stated the facta correctly, and is not under the amallesi imputation of 
fraud, we approve your having determined to leave him in possession 
for hia life, and to resume the whole at his death* 
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No. 160 OP 1855. 


Fi-om Captain T. A. Cowpeb, 

Inam Commissioner, 


PoEmoAE Department. 


To II. L* Anderson, Esq., 

Secretary to Government* Bombay. 

JOated I^oonat 7ih Februaiy 1855. 

have the honour to bring to the notice of Government that the pro¬ 
ceeds of the Sunnjam, entered in the revised lists as No. i of List 4 in the name 
of Zoolficar Allee Bahadoor, which ]a]>sed on the 1st September 1829, appee. to 
have been in the hands of the Naair of tJte Poona Adawlut from that date up to 
1847, or, perhaps* even to a later date, and eventually to have been nominally 
made over to a claimant in a civil suit, under cirenmstancee which seem to 
demand a sear obi ng inquiry. 

2. The following report, dated the 14th September 1844, by the Agent for 
Sirdars, Mr. Warden, describes Che then condition of Che Surinjam;— 

“ The Surinjam held by tlm family of Shuai^her Bahadoor, in the 
Deccan, waa originally granted in a- d- 17G3, and, according to the ordei’s of 
the Honorable the Court of Directors, ia, therefore, to pass through two 
generationSj the third generation being entitled to a pecumary peneion 
equal to half the net proceeds of the estate. The first British grantee was 
Shumsher, grandson of the original grantee of that name. On hb death the 
Surinjam should have been resumed for want of direct heirs, but was 
allowed to be held by hia step-mother, Ruheemut Beebee, for her life, and 
on her death it was attached as intestate property by the Adawlut, instead 
of the Government (an oversight which will be noted in view to its correc¬ 
tion in my general report on the Suilnjams). If the petitioner he recognised 
by the British Government as heir to his brother, and tlie Government do 
not consider the enjoyment by Ruheemut Beebee of the estate in the same 
light as if a second generation hod held it, the petitioner should receive 
the Surinjam prayed for for his life, otherwise he can, as heir to the Surinjam, 
only claim die pension due to an incumbent the third generation,” 
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3. The Governmeiit reply in the PoUticEil Department^ No. 3031 of the 
3rd October 1844^ 13 brlow trun-^cribod 

'' "V:'h rclb:^ HL'e to yuur rqj -it dftLcd tlic l4th tiltimo, on the petitioii 
Kun-iLii Alitned, of uwabZooIfic&i" AliceBahadoor,dated 

the 17th August last, that the Surlnjam hdd by the late Shum- 

iilier Bahadoor in the Dec can may be continued to his master, T am direct¬ 
ed by the Honorable the Governor in Council to request that you will 
be pleased to inform the petitioner, who has been referred to you, that 
hts case will be subndtted for the decision of the Honorable tlie Court 
of Directors.” 

4. With reference to the Govemment order quoted in the last paragraph, 
the Agent, under date the 15th August 1845, No. 143, wrote as follows t — 

“ In reference to your letter No. 3810 dated the 13tli of this month, and 
to my rejiort a(:kii owl edged Jii Mr» Chief Secretary Willoughby’fl letter 
dated 3r<i October 1844, No. 3031, I have the honoui- to suggest that the 
Collector be iiistrueted to relieve the Naiir of the Adawlut of the charge 
(which he should never have had) of the Surinjam held hy the late Ruhee-' 
mut Bee bee at Poona, pending the receipt of the orders of the Court of 
Directors in respect to its disposal.’^ 

5. The orders of Government, convoyed in the Chief Secretaiy^s letter 
No, 4977 of the 3rd November 1845, wci'c,— 

** I am directed by the JFonoruble the Governor in Council to achnow- 
Icdp^c (.Ijc receipt of your Icttei" dated the 15lh August last, No, 143, and to 
ir ’ ^ j that, as suggested by you, ordei’s have been issued to the 
C d of Poona for relieving the Nazir of the Adawlut at Poona of the 

cii ii'^e i'lhe Surinjam held by the late Ruheemut Beebee at that place, 
pending tlie receipt of the orders of the Honorable the Court of Directors 
in respect to its disposal/^ 

6. In No. 4 of the revised lists of Sui-iujams submitted to Government by 
the Agent for Sirdais, Mr. Brown, on the 26th October 1847, this Surinjam 
was entered, as shown on the following pages, in the name of ZooEficar Alice 
Bahadoor, 
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Tlifi FurlJi^&mp cn accminl df thn 
IK}D~a[vpBBr£Dc;d uf the tH[ni4!f 
EuJi«niut U^liddj uho died 
in A. D. mm AttncliEtl 

by the Adawlut^ U4Jd9r 
iiinpKv^jon t1k«t Jt ^^ubildaute 
prdporty. On the cdmp'k«' 
fioD of the inrefiligiitiou idtu 
Ibis iddttcir by tlje Jud^te, the 
CdUiDctar wii reqiuriMl tir 
bvnime cbvi^ of the ^nriTL- 
^emi. The Ajtmt l^()r Sirdars^ 
On tbc ]4t]] Scptecnbcr 1644, 
ndctrc^t}!^ ft letter tn Ocn'wn- 
micut, dpI&LnEhgt the eh .rac^ 
tsr df tliu ^^uili^aTii ; rnad A 
letter -wan i;^ce(v^ tr reply 
JVom GdvmtmcDtp Jfjj. 301)1 
doted 3nL October 11^4, sEaf 
in^ that the nifttCer had heeu 

reJerrsd to Lhe 11 enDTihld Ibu 

Odort df Diid.-tscxFdL On Bf« 
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iJst df 1334, bat it waa by 
overfigUt Datered td tbd list ef 

A, Dh. 

The date of oil^lsal put, 
ArtiB Seetdin, tw A. D. 1703, 
is taken from b reconl In tho 
Fddiia Duttur. 

Tlie reTenuo wsa jper^eiaBlIy 
cdllDclod by tbta Surji^entdar, 
censeqcuiiUy there are no 
accamit* fnrtheomlD;^ to de¬ 
termine the moiety of the -oet 
proceeds of tlio tlitrlqjiain, or 
to atcerULn the ameaiit of 
mmeani wblob il doo to 
cliiniauC, 
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7, The otderfl of the Honorable Court of Directors regarding this Surin^ 
jam were conveyed in paragraph 52^ below quoted, of their political despatch 
No* 15 dated the 22nd May 1849 :— 

'^52, The Nuwab of Banda claims reetoration of a garden, of the esti- 

" Ca^e of Zoalftcai- Talue of Rs* 642, held by hia late hrotlier 

Allec Kbaii^ Kuwab of and predecessor, Slmmsher Bahadoor* This garden 

should, a-s you observe, been resumed on 

Shumslier BaKadoor^s death, on account of the failure of direct heirs; it 
was, however, allowed to be held by his widow for life, and on her death 
was erroneously attached as intestate property. Zooldcar AUee claima it 
as heir of the deceased* He has, however, under the circumstances, no 
claim to it, nor even, as Mr* Warden supposed, to a pension of half the tiet 
proceeds, such pension being intended as h provision only for the nc?£t 
generatioji of tlie deecendantij of Jagheerdars ; collaterals are not entitled to 
these pensions, althoiigli, when they have actually been supported from the 
proceeds of the Jagheei', a pi ovision for life should genei'ally be made for 
them: thiH, however, cannot apply to the Nuwab of Banda, who enjoys, on 
hereditary tenure, a princely provision from the Supreme Government. TJiis 
application is, therefore, rejected*'^ 

8. It is clear from the foregoing, that on the receipt of the Honorable Court's 
instructions just quoted, the proceeds of the Surinjam from the date of 
Uuheemut Beebee^s death ought to have been brought to the credit of Go¬ 
vernment* This, however, was not done, and it only remaine to state what 
actually occurred. 

9, Under date the 5th July 1845, No. 2230, a decree was passed by the 
Judge of Poona, Mr- Waaden, directing the property of the late Ruheemut 
Beebee to be made over to one Umroodeen, as Ruheemut Beebee*s legal heir, 
bnt sjKciali^ excepting the proceeds of the Surinjam. 

10* With these clear instructions of Mr. Warden on record,—indeed, in 
reply to a reference from tlie Nazir in wliJch these inatructions were promi¬ 
nently brought to notice,—Mr, Waiden’w tiucceJiSior as Judge, Mr* Brown, 
passed, on the 15th July 1848, Ko* 1495, an order to the Nazir, of which the 
following in a tmnslation:— 

** Your report has been leceived* Umroodccn was declared the heir of 
Ruheemut Beebee, deceased, and orders were issued to make over to him 
her property; but he iiaving in the meantime died, the present petltiorier 
obtained the certilicaie of heirship, and orders were iiisued to put him in 
possession of the property on condition of bis furnishing security for one 
year. Three years having since elapsed, without any oneqmtdng forth any 
objection, the necessity for the security being furnished no longer exists. 
In the Collector's Yad, directing the proceeds of the Surinjam to be trans¬ 
ferred to the credit of Government, the portion previously dedited as intes¬ 
tate property is not included : it ia, ihertfore, together with aU the rrat of 



appendix h. 


7 


the propetty, alter deducting the amount due Government on account of 
the petitioner having pleaded as a pauper^ to be made over to hinij and hia 
receipt tahen.” 

IL At the annual value assigned to the Surinjam in the revised liaU 
(Rs* 637-8-Q), the proceeds for the eighteen years from 1829 to 1847, which 
should have been paid into the public treasury, would amount to nearly 
Rs, 11,000, two-thirds of which would probably be about the actual value* 

12. But a small fraction of this sum appears, however, to have found its 
w*ay into the hands of tlie person to whom Mr. Brown ordered the wliole pro¬ 
ceeds of the Sui-injam realij^^ed subsequently to lliiheomut Beebee’s death in 
1829 to be ]?aid ; the greater portion seems to have been made away with in 
tlie Nasir's OfRcc. 

I have the honour to be. See. 

(Signed) T* A* Cowpeu, Caj>tain, 

luam Commissioner. 


No. 97 OF 1856. 


PoUTlCAl* DErAHTMENT. 


From R, Keays, Esq*, 

Agent for Sirdars in the Deccan, 

To IL L. Anderson, Esq^, 

Secretary to the Government of Bombay- 


Daf.fd Pooniif 11 (A. 3farch 18.>6. 

SiE,—With reference to your letter Ko, 3642 of the 29th August! last, t 
have the honour to state, for the lutbrniatioi^ of the Right Honomble the 
Governor in Council, that the late Rnbeemut Beebee held a Surinjamdn the 
Poona Collcctovatej which was entei'ed in the revised liftts of 1847 as. No. 1 
of Lift N 0 . 4. 

2, Captain Cowper, Inam Commissioner of the Northern Division, has, in 
his letter No. 150 dated the 7th February 1855, a copy of which was trans¬ 
mitted to this department with the Government letter No. 739 of the 14th 
idem, kid before Government the cori^spoudence which has previously taken 
place on the subject of this Surinjam, as also the ultimate decision of the Honor¬ 
able the Court of Directors, conveyed iu paragraph 52 of their jiolitical 
despatch No. 15 dated the 22nd May 1849. 

3, Ruheemut Beebee died on the 1st of September 1829, and the Surin- 
jam held by her kped to Government from that date, ft was, however, 
erroneously attached as inteetate property by the Poona Adawlut, which Court 
held the management of it from tlie Ist September 1829 up to the 17th of 
December 1845, when, the Surinjam was made over to the charge of tho 
Collector of Potttia, 

4, The accompanying four statements, marked A, B, C, and D, have been 
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prepared from M urathee documents received from the Judge^B depaitment* The 
statement A shevrs the proceeds of the garden at Poona during tjie years 
1834, 1836, 1838, 1840, 1841, 1842, 1843, 1844, and 1846, etnouniing to 
. Ra* 843 5-1 j the statement B shows the proceeds of the land at Pahui, 
during the years 1831, 1838, 1839, 1840, 1841, 1842, 1843, 1344, and 1846, 
amounting to Kb. 999-12-5; the statement C exhibitB the proceeds of the 
private property of die deceased ; and the statement D exhibits the disburse- 
ments of the above proceeds. 

5. It does not clearly appear what sums weA diabursed from the proceeds 
of the Surinjam, and what from the proceeds of the private property, and 
hence the necessity of submitting the statement marked C. 

6. The total of receipts is Rs. 2,445-5-7 (vide stateuientB A, B, and C), 
and the total of disbursements is Rs. 2,441-5-7 (vide statement D), which is 
less than the total of receipts by Rs. 4 only. This deficiency is accounted fjr 
in the following paragraph. 

7. 3'his department has obtained from the Adawlut an extract from tbe 
Naziras day-book, showing the receipts and disbursements ou account of 
Ruheemut Beebee*s estate. In this extract the balance in the year 3834 
shown to be Rs. 9, whereas, the balance carried forward to the next year’s ac¬ 
count (1836) is Ra. 6 only, there being thus a deficiency of Ra. 4. In 
explanaiion of this, the Nazir of the Poona Adawlut states in his report of Ist 
June 1856, that the journal or daily account tor nine months of tbe year 1834, 
viz. from the 1st of April Lo the Gist of December, is not forthcomings that in 
the years 1333 and 1836 (vide statement D) certain sums are shown to have 
been disbursed on account of lights in the houses at Poona belonging to the 
deceased; and that it may be infeired from this that mi item of Rs. 4 must 
have been debited in the joutual which is missing. 

8. 'I beg to submit, for the information of Government, translations of the 

statements of two Karkoons (dated 3rd and 4th September 1855) in regaid to 
the Nazir's accounta for 1834. ^ 

9. It will be observed that the proceeds of the garden at Poona have not 

been brought to account in the Nazir’s Office during the years 1829, 1830, 
1831, 1832, 1833, 1837, and 1839 (vide statement A). The Nazir, on 

being required to afford explanation, states (in his report of 6th September 
1865) his inability to trace out the cause of it. 

10. it will be likewise perceived that the proceeds of the land at Pabul 
have not been credited in the Nazir’s accounts during the years 1829, 1830, 
1833, 1833, 1834, 1833, 1S3G, and 1837 (vide atatement B). The manage¬ 
ment of this land was under the immediate aupei intendeuce of the MoonsifTs 
Court at Tullegaum. The accounts of the management of the land, which 
accounts are said to have been forwarded by the Mooneiff to the Judge, are 
reported by the Nazir of the Adawlut (in his repoit of 17th Novemhcf 1855) 
to be not forthcoming. 

11. I have ascertained from the Collector of Poona that the actual value of 
the Surinjam, on an average of five years’ income, from 1846-47 to 1850-51, 
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inclusii^e, Rmownts to Rii, 311-6-5* At this valuation, the proceed a of the 
Sarlnjaixt during a period ol' sixteen yoars, three months, and seventeen days, 
from 1st Septe nher ISSS, the date on which the Suriiyam was attached^ 
up to the I7th of December 1845, when it was transferi'cd to the charge 
of tlie Collector of Poona, amount to Ra- 5,074-15-6, from which deduct 
Rfl, 1,843-1-6, being the total of receipts of the Surttijam as shown instated 
ments A and B, and the balance is Ra* 3,231-14-0, which is not accounted 
for in tlie Naziras Office* 

12. Since the property lAs under the management of the Nazir during 
the whole of this period, and since, through tlicir gross and obvious neglect, if 
not something worse, this money has been made away witli, 1 consider that 
the only way to deal with the matter now is to hold the survivors responsible 
foi' the defalcation in propoilior^ to the period eBch of them held office* (Vide 
list marked R*) 

13* That portion of the defalcation, which accrued during the period of 
those who are now deceased must, of course, be written ofF^ 

14. 1 respectfully otfer tlie above suggestion for die consideration of 

Government. 

1 have the honour to be, &e. 

AgtnCs Office^ Po<ma„\\th Ma^ck 1856. (Signed) Jt. Keava, Agent. 


A. 


of the Proccids tf th^ Gnrdm at Poofl//, litld U SttrhJaJn Jy /ate 


Rt;UK£»UT BEifUEE. 


To amount realized during the last four months of the year 1829. * ... - 


Ditto 

’ditto 

ditto 

1830.. 


•# «■ * 


Ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

1831., 

*■ 

m- * * 


Oitjo 

ditto 

ditto 

1H32** 

t 

^ 


Ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

1833.. 

¥ 

* ¥ * 


Ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

1834*. 

125 

0 

0 

Ditto 

* di:ttt> 

ditto 

1835 . - 

84 

0 

0 

Ditto 

ditto 

dil to 

18:16.. 

■ 

V « * 


Ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

1837.. 



Ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

183S.- 

75 

0 

0 

Ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

1839. 

■ 



Ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

1840.. 

8{f 

0 

0 

Ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

1841. * 

85 

0 

0 

Ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

1842.- 

166 

0 

0 

Ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

1843*. 

78^ 15 

7 

Ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

1844.. 

339 

5 

6 

Ditto 

*- ditto 

ditto 

1845.. 

29 

0 

0 




Total.... Its. 

843 

5 

1 


2& 


(Signed) -R, KiJAV.s, Agent 




so 


AI>PEKDI3C R 


Staiement of the Proceeds of the Land, Sf'C. at Pabul, held in Surirtfam the 

late Ruhebmut B^edbe, 

Hupto^ 

To amount realiaed during the last four months of the year 1829 * < , *,, 


Ditto 

diitto 

ditto 

1836,* 

M a ■ p 


Ditto 

ditto 

ditto ^ 

183U, 

33 0 

0 

Ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

1832.. 

V + t k 


Ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

1633*. 

* p p 4 


Ditto 

d\tto 

ditto 

1834.. 

p p V * 


Ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

1835.. 

* » d P 


Ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

1836,. 

fe P 4 « 


Ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

1837,. 

■> P 4 P 


Ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

1838.* 

105 14 

2 

Ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

1839*, 

lUO 0 

0 

Ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

1840,. 

140 4 

0 

Ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

1841,. 

160 0 

0 

Ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

1842,. 

135 8 

0 

Ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

1843,. 

114 8 

0 

Ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

1844.. 

90 10 

3 

Ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

1845.. 

130 0 

0 


Total*,,.Rs, 9E)9 12 5 


<S]f;ned) li. Keavs, Agent 


a 


Statement of Jieceipte of the Private Property beloegin^ to the taU Ruheebjut 

Beefee, 

To amount realized in IBBG^ by the sale of bullocks , ^.. *.. * Rs. 18 7 0 


Ditto 

ditto 

Ditto 

ditto 

Ditto 

ditto 

Ditto 

ditto 

Ditto 

ditto 

Ditto 

ditto 

Ditto 

ditto 


houses in Poona 


ditto 

in 1 841 f on account c 
1842, ditto 

1846, ditto 

1847, ditto 

1848, ditto 
1349, on account 


in 1838.. 

16 

0 

4 

f houne-rent. 

4B 

0 

0 

ditto. 4 

9 

8 

0 

ditto.. 

65 

14 

6 

ditto, • 

71 

n 

3 

ditto,. 

40 

1 

3 

of sale of 

337 

4 

0 


Total.r.,R6.602 4 1 


(Signed) Rp KnayAj Agent, 
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* D. 

Btatemmt of lihhur&am^ of tho Procte<h of the Landy at Pabulf and of 
th£ Oardm at Poona, held in S^injcm hy tU late Ruheemut Beedeb, 
an.d of the Private Property v>hkh behnyed to Iter. 

By amount dUburaed ia the year 1S30, on account of fights in tlie 


liou;se5 at Poona ^^ 1 ^^ ^ttg, 440 

Ditto ditto ill 1S31^ ditto 9 0 0 

Ditto ditto 3S32, ditto... 7 12 0 

Ditto ditto 1833, ditto... 3 0 0 

Ditto ditto 1835, ditto. .0 13 9 

Ditto ditto 1836, ^ditto i • * * .. 4 6 G 

Paid in theymr 1838. 

To Visaajce Ramchuiider, Mooklitiar of Zoolficar 


Allcft-.-....-Rs. 217 2 f> 

To labonrei s employed in the garden land at Pabul 15 12 G 
To labourer for bringing chillies for sale.......... 0 5 (> 

- 233 3 i> 

Paid ill the ymr 1842. 

To UuDgadhur ftuclasew Viikeel ^Rs. 191 8 0 

To Nijndram Naik Gowndee, for buikltng a gutter 

in ft^nt of the Ijouse........................ 34 2 7 

For turning tiles ........ -^ , 15 7 O 

--- 241 1 7 

Paid in the year 1843. 

For cutting down piickly-peana, vvhfcli had grown 

oix the land........................ ...... Rs. 290 

In tlii^ year a cei'tatn sum of money on account of 
intestate property was paid into the treasmy of 
tlie Collector of Poona, and Rs. 12-15-0, which 
formed a portion of the proceeds of the land at 
Pabul, and wlilcli was by mistake credited in the 
accounts of the Na^ir oj Poona to the liead of in¬ 
testate property, instead of to the head of the 
deceased Uuheenint lieebce, or to those of lier 
heirs, were also paid into tlse treasury along with 


the above sum .,.d,............... ....... 12 15 D 

- 15 8 O 

Paid in the year 1844. 

To R&TDchunder Chintamun Putwurdhun Vukeel . 193 8 9 


In 1845 diieland^ &c, at Pabul was farmed out for Rs. 130, out of 
' which Rs, 78-rf-O were received by the Moonsiff of Tullegaum, 
.and the collection of the remainder, Rs. 52-8-0, was assigned 
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to tlic Monilutddjj when the land, &cc. was made over to hts 

chaz^ge ....* .*. Hs. 52 ft 0 

' J^md irt iht \ 848, 

To HIdaynd BeebeCj wifa of Umroodeen^ and f^ar- 
dian of Mynodeen and Imamoodeen*,Ha, 420 4 0 
To Hidayud Beebee, guardian of Mynodeen and 

Iu)amoodeen4.H... 240 0 0 

To Mynodcen and Tmamoodeen, heirs of Umroo- 

deen, heii of Kuheemut Becbee *.»*,•*.*«.*., 40 7 0 

-- 700 It O 

Paid in tlie year 1849 to Mynodeen...*. * • 970 9 (> 

Tout,.,* Rs. 2,441 5 7 
(Signed) R. Keays, Agent, 


Translaiion of the Statement of Dajce Vittui* Kulwuxiay, dated 3rd 

Septemher 1855 * 


In answer to a question put to me, I beg to ^tate that 1 have been a Kai koou 
in the Judge s Othce sinoe the year 1831* I have eerved in the Naziras Ollieo 
for come years* Govind Uao Jyram was Acting riazir till the end of March 
1834, and on the Ist April Mowing Mr, Foijett became JVaziiv From that 
time he kept the cash accounts in hig own handwriting in English, and during 
the time ha held the ofhee lie wrote all accounts in Englisli with hia own 
hand* I do not know where account books now are* I do not now 

perfectly recollect whether in bis time accounts w^ore kept in Miirathee or not. 
J was a Karkoon in the Nazir’s Office from tile commencement up to the doge 
of Mr* Forjett’fi administration, and hence my knowledge of the said accounLi, 


■—Dated as above. 


(Signed) 

jt 

(True translation) 


DaJEE VlTTOL KtfliWUUAV. 
SuDANUNOItAO VlHHWANATTl, 

Acting Nazir, 


(Signed) K, Keays, Agent. 


7)ra7istation of the Statement of Ragiio Biiikajee, Karkoon^ aged foi ty-nii; 

yearsf ^ted 4th September 1855* 

In reply to a question put to me, I beg to state that 1 think that in the 
year 1834 Govind llao Jyram was Acting Nazir for some montliB, and aRer^ 
wards Mr. Forjett was Nazir for some time* 1 do not at present" recollect 
liow many months each of them held the office* During the adminfstration 
of Mr* FogetCj cash accounts were, I think, kept by him in English, but 1 do 








APjPBSDLX R. 


13 


not perfectly lecottect dris. From the,yrar 1835 1 have been employed as a 
Ooverntnent Karkoon in the Naiir'a Office, and before that year I waa paid 
out of batta, 4CC for about five or seven yeara. 1 think tJiat Mr. Forjett used 
to keep accounts in Eogliah. 1 do not exactly recollect tliia, owing to the 
length of time which bas elapsed.—Dated aa above. 

(Signed) Ragmo Bhikajee, KarWoour 

„ SODANITNDHAO VisHWAtiATH, Acting Na^lf. 

(True translation) 

(Signed) H. Keavs, Agent. 


E. 

List sftomu^ the Names of the IndivvdwiU who hdd the Office of Nasit of Me 
Poona Adawlut from September 182^ to 17/A Decemher 1845j aUo the 
period dttrlAg which each held Office, and Ute proportion of Rt. 5,231-14-0 


which fails to the share of each, 

1. Ramcliund er Shrcerungj ee (d ead)» 

2. Gunesh Krishn (alive) > • 

3. Shreedhur Lukshoomun (dead).. 

4. Babjee Krishn Fatuk (not known 

where he is) 

p 5. Neelkunt Rao Vishnoo (alive) 

6. Govind Kao Jyram (dead). ^ ^* 

7. Mr. C. Forjett (alive)... 

8. Neelkunt Rao Vtshtioo (alive).« 

9 . Pootlajeo Ramchunder (alive),, 
10. Gopinath Rxighoonath (alive) * i 

4 

n, Basunjee Fmtnjea (dive) #•«*,, 


From tat September 1&29 to 24.-i 
June 1830, Rs. 161-6-0. 

From 25th June 1830 to 30th Sep* 
tember 1830, Rs. 53-3-11. 

From Ist October 1830 to Th'tli No¬ 
vember I832 jRh. 422-2-1 L 
From I7lh November 1852 to 25t[i 
January 1833, Rs. 38-0-6. 

From 26th January 1833 to 4th 
March 1833, Its. 3^10*4. 

From 5th March 1833 to3lBt March 

1834, Rs. 212-15-11. 

From 1st April 1834 to 3Ut March 

1835, Rs. 198-5-2. 

From 1st April 1835 to 30th June 

1841, Rs. 1,239^6-7. 

From ht July 1841 to 23rd April 

1842, Rs. 161-6-0. 

From 24th April 1842 to 21 st July 

1843, R«. 246-10-11. 

From 22nd July 1843 to 25tli June 
1344, Ha. 184-3-2. 
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12. Gopi^ath Ittighoonaih (alive)«. From 26th June 1844 to 5tb Deter' 

ber 1844, Rfl* 55-6-9-' ' 

13. BazunjeeFmmjee(aHve)*.From 6th October 1844 to 17th 

December 1845, Rs. 237-15-10, 

(Signed) R. Keay^, Agent. 


Sesolution of Government mder date 20tk March 1856. 

RESOiiVBD^—The Riglit Honorable thc' GovemDr In Council consider^j tliiSu 
atatenient to be most unsatis^ctory. It cannot be doubted that a robbery 
has been comnnited, and that to regard thefis proceedings sui caic]e3Snc!^!s 
would be a misapplication of terms. Accounts of the receipts of several years 
are missing, and the disbui^ements appear to the Right Honorable the Go¬ 
vernor in Council to demand much explanation. In 1S38, 1842, and 1844 
sums amounting altogether to about Rs. 600 were paid to Viikeel?!, Why 
were these sums paid ? Again, in 1848 and 184&, upvrards of Rs. 1,000 weva 
paid to the heirs of Umroodeen, the heir of Ruheemut Beebee- This was done, 
probably, in virtue of Mr. Brown's order, which order was, as pointed out by 
Captain Cow per in the 9th and 10th paragraphs of his report of the 7 th 
February,, No* 150 of 1855, in direct violation of a specific condition in Mr* 
Warden’s previous instructions* It is quite impossible that Mr* Brown should 
have issued this order, If Mr* Warden's previous directions, had been brought 
to hift notice. This is a common species of fraud, and one winch should be 
checked by a severe example* The Agent should, therefore, report who were 
the subordinate or suboi'dinates whose duty it was to bring Mr. Wardeifs. 
order prominently to the notice of Mr* Drown* He should also explain why 
the payments alluded to above were made to the VukeeJs* 

A copy of Mr* Keays' report, with tJie accompanying statements and this 
resolution, should also be forwarded to Cajitain Cow per, with a request that 
he will favour Government with any further remarks which a ^jerusol of tlui 
cOL iespondencc may augge-M: to liim* 


No. 1517 ov 1856, 


POLITJCAL DfiPAftTHEPfT* 

To Captain T. A, Cowpeh, 

Inam Commissioner Northern Division, 

Sir,—'W ith reference to your letter No- 150 dated the 7th ultimo, report¬ 
ing the misappropriation of the proceeds of the Surinjam entered as No* 1 of 
List 4 of the revised lists of 1847, held by the late Ruheemut Beehec, after m 
lapse to Government, I am directed by tlie Right Honorabie the Governw: in 
Council to transmit to you copy of a letter from Mr, Keays, Agent for 
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Sirdars in the Deccati, dated the llth ultimo, and of a niBoktion thereon paseed 
hy Government under date the 20th of the same month. 

1 have the honour to be, 4:c* 

(Signed) IT. L. Andeb 30 w, 

Jlomlfiy Caxth, ^rd April Secretary to Government. 


No+ 318 OP 1856*. 


Political Department, 

Prom Captain T. A. Cowper, 

Inam Commissioner Northern Division, 

To IL L. Anoehson, 

Secietary to Government, Bombay, 


Dated Dumh<ry^ 2bth April 1856, 

Sift,—As directed in the resolution, a copy of wliich accompanied your 
letter No* 1517 of the 3rd instant, I have the honour to state tljat tlie whole 
case therein referred to v;ill, I believe, be found, on tlrorongh investigHtioii, to 
be one of premeditated fraud and robbeiy, which have prevailed to a most 
ficrious extent in the office of the Nazir of tlie Poona Adawlut during yeara pa$it. 

2* When Mr, LeOeyt was Judge and Agent, t spoke to him about tt'O 
Surinjam regarding which the present inquiry has been made, and he then 
informed me that the accounts of the Nadir’s Office had been found in n 
stale clearly indicating previous embezzlement of public money^ probably in a 
large amount. 

3. From this; from the circumetances which have transpired in the present 
case j and from much that 1 have heard in Poona during the last thirteen years, 
1 believe it essentially necessary for the protection of the public that the 
Nazir’s operations should be subject to rules, supervision, and periodical 
check, which, In so far as 1 am aware, even now are either altogether wanting 
or very imperfoct* 

E have the honour to be, Jee* 

(Signed) T. A. Cowpeh, Captain, 

Inam Commisaioiier Northern Division* 


No. 2162 OP 1856. 


Political Department. 


. To C. M, Habri&on, Esq., 

4 Acting Judge of Poona, and Agent for Sirdars in the Deccan, 

Sia,^—With reference to my tetter No. 1516 dated the 3rd ultimo, relative 
to the xaisappropriatton of the proceeds of the Sur injam held in the Poona 
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Collectomte by the late Ruheemut Beebee^ and entered as Na. 1 of Li&t 4 of 
the revised lists of 1847^ I am dii'eeted by the Eight Honotable the governor 
in Council to transmit tq yoo copy of a further report from Captain Cowper, 
^o. 3l8j dated the 25th ultimo, and to infoitn you that Government a walls 
from yoUf after the institution of a most searching inquiry, a full repfirt the 
frauds iherein alluded tq practised tn tire office of the Nazir of the Poona 
Adawlut, 

1 have the honour to he, 

(Signed) H, L. Anu^hson, 

Sonthai/ Castle^ GrA 1856, Secretary to Govenimcnt, 

No 139 OF 1856. 

Political Depautiwunt, 

From C* M* Harrison, Esq., 

Acting Agent for Sirdars in the Deccan, 

To H, L, Anderson, Ei?q., 

Secretary to Government, Bombay* 

Dated Popiwf, 2nd May 185G, 

Sin,—Under the instructions contained in the resohition of Govemment 
passed under date the 20l!i March last, aud received with your letter No. 151G ' 
of the ^rd ultimo, i have tlie honour to explain that Kuwah ZfK>IGcai AjJe<^ 
having filed a suit against Umroodeen for Its. 9,975, regarding the estate of 
the late ilnheemtit Beebee (attached on her death in 1829 as intestate jiro|M?r- 
ty), and obtained decrees in hU favour both in tlie original and appeal Ziilali 
Courts, Rs* 217-2-9, from the proceeds of the garden, &c. were, under these 
decJtieSj paid to his Mookhtiar or accredited Agent in 1S3H* (Vide statement 
D, neemnpany ing Mr. Keays^ letter to Go vei nnient, N o. 97 of 11 th March 3 85G,) 

2. Umroodeen defended these suits as a pauper, and having subsequently 
made a special appeal to the Sudder Devvanee Adawlnt, and the decrees <>r 
the loiver Courts having been reversed, he was thereafter declared to hit the 
heir of Ruheeinut Beebee, and the items of Its. 191-8-0 and Rs. 193-8-0, tlie 
former in 1842 and the latter in 1844, were paid on account of fees due to tlie 
Vukeels employed by him and by Nuwab ZoolUcar Allec in that Court. 
eVide Blatemeiit D mentioned above.) 

3. Mr. Warden^B order regarding the Sarinjam was, I have the hoiunir 
to state, brought prominently tp notice in the Nazir’s report dated tlie 7tb 
July 1848, and it was tjie duty of the th^n Shcristedar, Gunputrao Dhondeo, 
(since dead) to read and explain this to Mr. Brown. 

^ 1 have the honour to be, &:c. 

(Signed) C. IVI, Harrison, Acting AgenC 

Ayfnt's Office, Poma, 2ud May 1856. 

(True copy) 

(Signed) H. L. Anderson, Secretary to GoventDient 
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No, 2332 OF 1850* 


Political Department* 

From H* L* Anderson, Esq., 

Secretary to Government, Bombay, 

To Captain T* A* Cowper, 

Speclat Commissioner, in chaise of Alienation Department* 

jyat^d 12ih May 1856. 

Sir, —With reference to my letter No* 1517 dated the 3rd ultimo, relative 
to the misappropriation of the proceeds of the Surinjam entered as No* 1 of 
List 4 of the revised lists of 184?, held by the late Huheemut Beebee, after ita 
lapse to Go^rnment, I am directed by the Right Honorable the Govenior in 
Council to transmit, for any remarks which you may wish to ufier thereon, 
copy of a communication from the Acting Agent for Sirdars in the Deccan, 
No. 139 dated the 2nd instant, Eubmitting his explanation on the points 
called for in the Government resolution dated the 20th ultimo* 

I have tJie honour to be, ^cc, 

(Signed) 11. L. Anderson, 

H^mhay Castle^ 12(5 ^ny 185 6. Secretary to Government 


No. 197 OF 1856. 




Political Department* 


From Captain T. A. Cowper, 

Officiating Special Commissioner, ■ 

To H* L* ANDERiON, Esq., 

Secretary to Government, Bombay* 


Dated Binnhayt Qih Jm^ 1856* 

Sin,—In acknowledging the receipt of your letter No* 2332 dated the 12tb 
ultimo, I have the honour to state, that from inquiries since made I am led to 
recommend that the Agent should be desired to submit a cpmpfce history of 
the estate of Ruheemut Beebee, from the date of its first attachment to that of 
its being at last paid away to persons who certainly bad no right to the Sunii'* 
jam, and probably as little to the remaining portion, explaining at the same 
time the eiact na^re and amount of the property attached ; the measures adopt- 
ed for ita security or recognition during the series of years it remained under 
attachment; all complaints received during the period, togetiier with the 
3a 
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matmer in which they were disposed of; and the property which eventually 
was made over to those who ob^inod decree* or orders^ ^ 

Were complete information on these and all other points connected 
with this case before Government, it would, I believej. satisfy them of the 
necessity of reforming a system admitting of great abuses, while it would, at 
the same time^ suggest the inquiry why it has been left to me to point out all 
this, and why the responsible ofBcer in charge of the records, and having 
authority over all the subordinates concemcd, did not do so when desired by 
Govemment in the first instance to inquire carefully into the case. 

I have the honour to be, See. 

(Signed) T, A. Co wpeu. Captain, 

Ofhmating Special Commissioner. 
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Ncs. 501 OF 1854. 


From Captaia T- A. Cowpe^ 

^ Inam CommisBioner;! 


Political Dffartment. 


To H. It. AjfDERgoTf, Esq,;^ 

Secretary to Goveromcnf^ Bombay* 

Dated at Poona, the 27th September 1054* 

—I have the honour lo report upon the Soriujams entered in the 
revised lista aa Nos. 95 and 26 of Class IIT*; the former in the names of 

Bhe^rabaeCf mother, and Wittabaee, wife, of Bunnajee Hoikar,” an t 
shown to consist of the villages of Moongee and Yellee, in the AhmcA- 
tiaggur Collectoratej of the estimated value of Rs. 6G7-9*0 ; and the latter 
in the names of “Sngabaee, mother, and Oodabaee, wife, of Bapoojee 
Holkar/’ and shown to consist of the same villages as those composing 
Surinjam No. 35* 

2. Up to the close of the Peshwa^s Government, Moongoe and Ycllee, 
and a number of other villages, composing oiic*half of the Purguna of 
Shewgaum, were held by HoJkar. 

3. Moongee and YelJee, and all other poggessiona of Holkar in the 
Ahmednuggur Collectomto, were ceded to the British Government by 
the Treaty of the 6th January 1318* 

4. ljubsequently to the Treaty, sundry claims were preferred by 
iTolkar’s Government, some of which were, as a matter of grace and 
not of right, admitted | and among them were those of the dependents 
of Holkar, by whom many villages ceded by the Treaty had been ptevi- 
ously held,-»^MocmgA and Yellee being among these villages* 

5* Th cse villages were eventaally disposed of under rules framed 
by the Deccan Commissioner, Mr. Chaplin, whose decisions, embodied 
in a statement which accompanied his letter No. 6, of the 2nd February 
1821, weje couhrmed by the Bombay Government in their Political 
Secretary's lettei^No. 146, of the J5th February 1831. In the statement 
submitted by Mr. ChapllUj Yellee and Moongee were entered as villages 
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held in ^^Sounsar Begmec^'^ and to be continued for life only^Mo 
<‘Bapoojee Holkai.” 

6, The rule under which Moongee and Yellee were at the introduc¬ 
tion of the Briliah Government continued, as explained in the last 
paragraphi as a life-holding, to BapoojeC: HolkaTj is below transcribed :— 

5. GianU in Sounsar ire‘to persons of the Aptmunduloe 

to be held for life only, although they may bp expressed in the Sunud 
as perpetual; and if.not so expressed, to be resumed at once, unless 
they should already have descended beyond the original grantee, in 
which case they will be admitted for life.*' 

7, The terms upon which the resloration or continuance of these 
grants had been sanctioned by the Governor General were thus described 
in the 12th paragraph of Mr* Chaplinas letter of the 23rd July 1820 to 
the Bombay Government:— 

12. It has already been determined by the Governor Gencralt 
that all grants to be continued should be held exclusively of us, and 
in all respects on the same fooling as other grants of the same de¬ 
scription made by ourselves; it will, therefore, be proper to gram new 
Sunuds with these stipulations to each person.^' 

8, That these grants, in regard to which final decisions had thus 

been passed, were viewed as wholly distinct and separate from the 
Snrinjams held from the Peshwa, in regard to the continuance of 
which no decisions had been passed, is shown by their not having 
been included in the General Register of Personal Jaglieers forwarded 
to the Bombay Government with Mr, Chaplin’s letter No. 191, of the 
28th October 1S22* ■ 

t?. On the 3isl October 1827, the Collector of Ahmednuggur made 
the foJlowmg report to Government :— 

I have the honour to report the death on the 29th .Tuly of Bun- 
najee wulud Sheiccajee Holkar, who enjoyed, as life'grant, half of 
the Jagheer Umnl or share of the revenue of the Kusba of Moongee 
and of the village of Yellec, in Pnrguna Shewgaum, the other half 
being similarly assigned to his cousin, who still enjoys it. * 

2* The Tunka of the Jaglieer share of revenue in question is 
R?. 4,412-1-G2, half of which has thus lapsed ; the exact amount of 
realizable revenue, however, is not to be foundmy records. 

3+ Deceased has left a mother and wife, who are dependent on 
the consideration of Government for ihclr decent maintenance, and 
for which such provision is required as the Honorable the Governor 
in Council may think proper*’’ 

I 

10. The Government reply was conveyed in their Revenue Secretary’s 
letter No. 2173, of the I5ih November following, below transcribed. 



A1*FBND1X iS. 


a 


“ I am dirtcted to acknowledge the receipt of your letter dated the 
31st ultimo^ reporting the death of Buonajee wulud Sbetecajee Hol- 
kar^ and to inform you that the Honorable the Governor in Council 
is pleased to grant the value of one-fourth of the lapsed amount of 
the Jagheer Umiil to the mother, and one-fourth to the wife of the 
. deceased, during their respective lives. 

2* You will be phased to report the amount to be disbursed un¬ 
der this arrangement." 

11. The information called for in the 2nd paragraph of the Revenue 
Secretary's letter quoted in the last paragraph does not appear, the 
Collector of Ahuiednuggur has informed me (iu letter No. 5:^0, of th^ 
23rd May 1854J, to have been foroislkcd lo Government, 

12, On the 24lh November 1332, the Collector of Ahiuednuggur 
made the following report to Government:—- 


“ With reference to the correspondence noted in the margin, I 


" CoUfector to Secretary 
to Govt^rnfoent;, October 
Ghief Secre¬ 
tin'}''s letter tu Collector, 
15^ November 1^27- 


have the honour to inform you of the death on the 
30th September of Bapoojee wulud Tooljajea 
llolkar, who enjoyed half of the Jagheer UmuL 
of the villages of Moongee and Ycllee, in Shew* 


gaum Rurguna. 

“ 2, The deceased has left a mother, named Sugabacc, and wifo, 
Oodnbace, for whom I would beg leave to solicit the same allowanuo 
that was granted to the widow and mother of Bunnajee Holkar, in 
Mr. Secretary Bax^s letter of 15th Noveraher 1327. 

3* In the case of Bunnajee Holkar it was decided that this 
Jagheer is not hereditary. I have not, therefore, noticed the fact of 
Bapoojee having an adopted son and a brother who are heirs to his 
property," 


13. The Government reply, conveyed in the Revenue Secretary’s 
letter No. 246, of the 25lh January 1853, was as follows;— 

“I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter dated the 
24th November last, reporting the death of Bapoojee wulud Tooljajee 
Holkar, and to inform you that the Right Honorable the Governor in 
Council is pleased to continue a fourth of the lapsed portion of the 
Jagheer Umul of the villages of Moongce and Ycllee to the mother, 
and an equal portjpn to the widow, during the lifetime of the parlies, 

3, You will be pleased to report the amount which, under these 
instructions, you will have to pay those two persons." 


14, The information called for In the 2nd paragraph of the Revenue 
Secretary’s letter quoted in the last paragraph was furnished by the 
Collector of Ahmednuggur on the 6th June 1833, No, 510, in the follow¬ 
ing terms. 
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1 have the honotii to acknowledge the receipt of yonr letter dated 
^5lh January last, and^ in reply to the 3nd paragraph, to state^that the 
share of the Tevennefl of Moongee and Yellee, which belonged to 
Bapoojce wulud Tooljajee Holkar, amounted in Pnalee 1242 (a. 
1833-33) to Rh, 789''2 qra,, consequently, a fourth to the mother will 
be Rs. 197*0'50 rs-, and an equal portion to the wife will be a similar 
sum, making an aggregate annual payment ^ Rs> 394-1 qr,” 

15. Yellee and Moongee were not entered in the lists of Surinjams 
prepared in 1834 and 1840, They were shown, for the first time, as 
Nos. 23 and 24 of Class III. in the lists prepared in 1844 by the Agent 
for Sirdars, Mr, Warden ; the entries are as follows 
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16^ On the revision of Mr- Warden^s lisis by his successor, Mr. Brown, Moongee and Yellee were entered as 
Nos. 25 and 26 of Class III., as shown below:— 





API^ENDIX S* 


7 


17. The tevised iUts seem to have been defective in the foliowinj^ 
instances:-^ 

m 

la^.—The'te entries ought not to have been made at all, as there were 
not, and are not any such Surinjame in existence: the Snrinjams 
were resumed many years previously, and that which the lists 
describe a» two Surinjams consists in reality of four pensions granted 
on the lapse of the Surinjams. (See paragraphs 10 and 13 of this 
letter.) 

2nd .—In each case the holding is sltbwn in the revised lists to con^ 
sist of two villages, Yellee and Moongee j whereas in each case the 
value assigned ought to have been that of one-half of the Jaghcer 
Umul only of the two villages. 

3rtl .‘—In the column of Vemarlrs it is staled,—By an order of Mr. 
Commissioner Chaplin, dated 2nd February 1821, the Surinjam was 
sanctioned in the names of the two ladies^^ ^ whereas it has been 
shown in paragraph 5 that Mr. Chaplinas order continued the Jaghcer 
Umul of villages to one person, Bapodjee Iloltcar, and that the 
pensions granted to I he two ladies in each case were not granted 
(see paragraphs 9 to 14) until after the resumption of the Jaghaer 
Umul of the two villages, and were then granted, not by Mr. Chaji- 
Hn's order of 1821, but by the orders of the Bombay Government of 
1627 and 1833, 

4th. —In the same column it is statedj—-“ The date of original g'-ant 
is taken from a Sunud in possession of this SiiTinJamdar, bearing date 
Siiba Teesain (a. p. 1796), which confers this Surinjam.^’ Btn among 
the Murathee records received from the Agent, there is not a Aingie 
document lo show that the statements of the persons who enjoy these 
pensions were ever called for anti taken, and no trace of any Sunud 
or copy of a Sunud can be anywhere discovered. 

r)th,—*Thc entry No. 26 in the revised lists describes Buniiajee 
llolkar as the original grantee and incumbentj at the ihlrodueljon of 
ihc British Government, of the Surinjam. But noSnnnjam whatever 
was continued to Hoikar by Mr. Chaplin’s order ; Bapoojre 

Holkar was the person entered (sec paragraph 5) in Mr. Chaplin’s 
statement as the original grantee of both the Jaghcer Umuls, and an 
the person to whom, af« the holder at tlse introduction of the British 
Government, both the Umuls were to be continued. 

18. Under these circumstances, it would appear that these entries 
should not have been made in the revised lists, and that they should 
now be expunged from them. 

19. Governtnent will, probably, not consider it expedient now to 
question the right of the widow and mother of Bunnajne Holkar to the 
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penaiortfi ibey draw, and which were granted {see paragraphs 9 to 11) 
by the order of the 15th November 1627* ^ 

I have the honour to be, 6tc* 

(Signed) T* A. CowpEn, Captain, 

Inam Commiasioner* 


No. 4427 OF 1954. 


Political Department. 


To Captain T, A* Cowper, 

Inam Commissioner. 


gjRj—I am directed by the Right Honorable the Governor in Conn¬ 
ell to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 501, dated the 37th 
ultimo, and, in reply, to inform you that orders will this day be iaancJ 
to the Agent for Sirdars in the Deccan to expunge the two entries 
Nos* 25 and 26 in Class III. of the revised Sarinjam lists, as they are 
proved by y<mr report not to be SaTinjams, bat pensions granted on the 
lapse of Su rill jams. 

2. It is presumed that the villages of Moongee and Yellee are not 
now held by the mothers and wives of Bapoojee and Bunnajeo Flolkar, 
bat that money payments only are made to them. The Collector of 
Ahmednuggur has, however, been rcfjucstcd to report on this point, and 
to state specifically how much is paid to the mother and widow of 
Bunnajee llolkar, as required in the 2nd paragraph of Government 
letter No. 2173, dated the 15th November 1827, 

3. Ilia Lordship in Council concurs in the view expressed in the 
last paragraph of your letter, that it would not be expedient now to 
interfere with the pension of the widow and mother of Bunnajee Holkar, 
although it may have been granted through error; the only Snripjatndar 
being Baj^oojee Holkar* 

I have the honour lobe, &c. 

(Signed) H. L. Anderson, 
Secretary to Government* 

B^n^hay 14/fi October 1654* 


Extract Paragraph 18 froift a Dci^patch from the Honor able the Court 
of Hireciort^ dated the R/A Decemberj No, 27 of 1855. 

Para. 18. The statement in the revised lists respecting tb^se hold¬ 
ings is shown to be flagrantly and carelessly in correct,-and proves with 
how ILule care and circumspection Messrs* Warden and Brown per- 
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formed the important duty of preparing these lieta* But the orders in 
the Rq^tenue Department dated the 30t!j of October 1827| granting pen¬ 
sions to the widow and mother of Bunnajee Holkar, might have been 
more explicit The words were,—The Governor in Council is plead¬ 
ed to grant the value of one-fourth of the lapsed amount to the mother, 
and one*fourth to the wife’^; and t!ic Collector of Ahmednuggur, who 
ecems not lo have understood that a money grant was intended, left 
the ladies in possession of the Umul itself [reduced, we hope, to one- 
half, as directed,) which in the case of one of the two villager, 
Moongec, they still possess. The other village, Ycllcc, having been 
rcflumed in 18^0, a money equivalent is paid to the ladies forlhcir 
share in its revenue*. 
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No. 396 OP 1853. 


To W, Haet, Esq.,^ 

Inani CommUsiOTicT, 


Political Department- 

m 


Sib, —With reference to entry No. 37 of Class I, of the revised Sn- 

rlnjam lists, I am directed by the Eight Honor¬ 
able the Governor in Council to transmit to yoa 
an e^traAit paragraph 15 from a despatch from 
the Honorable iho Court of Directors, No. 03^ 
dated the 3rd November last, together with the 
proceedings in original (to bo returned with your 
reply) as noted in the margin, and to requc.styou 
will report whether the village of SheruHnec was 
bona fide granted in tho year 1747 to the great-great-grandfather of the 
late Saojec Rao Nlmbalkur, 

I have the honour to be, &;c. 
(Signed) A. Malet, 

Chief Secretary, 

Bomh^i^ Castle^ 27lh January 1S53. 


Vol. II. of 18^7 (vido 
^loceii 2Q-2 to 241 
VoJ, IL of mif (vide 
pages 41 Co 

Comp. No, 1341 of 1850. 
Ditto 2'J2ofl85Z. 
mtto 275 of 1853- 
T;td Comps, marked A and 
It, contninitij^ copies of 
proecedings for years 
li^G and 1348. 


Extract Paragraph 15 front a De$patch front the Ilonorahh the Court 
of DireclorSf dated the 3rd Uovembcrj No. 33 of 1852, 

Para. In consideration of Mankojee^s adoption having taken place 
T, ^ , in the time of the Peshwa, you recommend the 

further report on the , , . - . « * * . 

continuance to him of the Sunnjam of his adop^ 
live father^ We cannot consent to this recom¬ 
mendation in its full extent, but as the adoption 
was recognised at the time by the Peshwa^s Go¬ 
vernment, we are wUling that the village of Shcrusnee (which was held 

anterior to 1751) should be continued to Maukojeo on hereditary tenure, 
It 


eport 

Bppllm^oii of Mankolee, 
adopted Mn ut the late 
Saojee Rao NitnbalkuT, for 
the eontiauapoe of hci 
Suriiijam, * . 
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with such additiana^ pccumary allowance^ for lif<i only, wilt make 
up hia income io lialf the value of the Burinjam of Bao]ue Rao. 


No, 128 or 1858. 


Prom Captain T. A. Cowpek, 

Aa^iatant Inam Commisaioticr, 

To W, Hart, Eaq., 

Inam -Commissjojicr, 

Dated Poomy 15^A March 1853. 

I have the honq^frj in reply (o your^lellcr No. 1697^ of the oili 
Ini^iant, to slate that Iho Moglaiec, Surdeshmookcc, and Foujdarcc 
Umola of the village of SheruBtiee, in the Poona Collectorate, were in 
A. D. 1743-44 aBfligned in military Surinjam for the mainionanec of the 
troops (-qtiTw Psgaehe IH^gniee^^) commanded by Darkojeo Nim- 

balkur. 

3, The Sunud making the above assignment is registered in the Slate 
diary under date the 29lh of Enbee-ool-Awul of the above year, Aiba 
Arbain (a. n, 1743-44). 

3. There nre many accounta forth coming, the latest being one for 
Khumns Ashur Myatain (a. b. 1314-15), and all show that this grant 
continued in force as a viUitary one^ Darliojcc Nimhalkur being shown 
as the conimandcr of the troops up to a. p. 1305-OG, and from that year 
Ibe name of Saojec Nimbalkur being entered. 

4, It will be well here to specify the value of the vjllngCj and of each 
of the Umuls which composed the total revenue, and out of which Umuls 
three, as above stated, were from first to last assigned for the mainlcn- 
auee of the troops commanded by the Nimbalkur, In all the Fcahwa’s 
records the “Tunka” valuation is the one shown, and is as follows:-" 


Moglaicc UmuK, ... Rs. 215 0 □ 

Surdeshnnookee ditto 43 0 0 

Foujdarcc ditto ^ ^ ^ ■ 26 12 0 

Babtec ditto 107 8 0 

Sahotra ditto 12 8 0 

Mokassa ditto ^*.. 107 8 0 

NlTnchowtaieo ditto in two shares, each of Ru¬ 
pees 13-0-0.'_ 25 12 0 


Total.. ..Rs. 530 .0 0 

5, The Babtcc and Bahotra tlxnuls ore entered in all forthcoming 
avtouniii as alienated to the Pont Buehew. 
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fi* With regaid to the Mokassa and Nlmohowtaice Xlmiih, there is 
auch confusion in the accounts of the late Government, and ihia con* 
fusion hft 3 lecu so increased by tnislakea ’which have been made since 
the rntrodiiclioii of itic British Government, that it is impossible to as- 
certain to whom they properly belong, without a complete inquiry, and 
without calling upon all claimants to produce whatever pr-oof they may 
poHeeas in support of a title. 

7, Under no circumatancea, however, can the Nimhalkur claim the 
Mokassa or Nimehowtaiee on hereditary tenure, ac^ it is elcarl-y shown 
that for many yeara subsequent to a, p. 1751 both these Umuls belonged 
1o other parties, 

8- It seems probable that tb<r Nimb&Ikur family will be found never 
authoriscdly to have held these two Umuls on account of the troops 
they commanded ] this, however, is a separate question, and one wlileh 
I would recommend for separate consideration. 

9. Much stress is sometimes laid on the propriety of preserving 
intact Mr. EI ph in stone's arrangcmcnls, and in this opinion generally 
1 entirely concur; but 1 conceive that in speaking of Mr. Elpliinsione's 
arrangements wc speak of the priw'ipk^ which he laid down so clearly 
and so minutely as those on which his settlement was made, and that 
we do not propose to take for granted that all the detail was necesf rrily 
correct* Indeed, we cannot do so, for we constantly find insi.mccs 
proving the contrary. One has come under my observation while 
making this inquiry, and it U such a very striking one that it worth 
while to record it, 

10. The Sorinjnm of Saojec Nimbalkur (Including tlx: village of 
Sherusnee, now reported on) is entered as No. S in the Class of *‘l^aga 
Chiefs” in Mr. McDonnell's list of Jaghcers (which list is nothing more 
than a detailed statement of the SurJnjams entered in Mr. ElphiJisione's ^ 
list of Jaghcers transmitted to the Supreme Government on the 25lh 
October 1819), and the Mokassa and Nlmcliowtaiee Umuls of tho vil¬ 
lage are therein shown as belonging to Government* But in another 
portion of Mr* Me Donnell's list the Mokassa Umul is shown as forming 
part of the Surinjam of Umursing Jadow Boo, whose name will be found 
under the head of Sirdars,” No. 28. 

11. In tlio (Cbot Chitioo^) orders of release issued by the Comrajs> 
sioncr, copies of which have been forwarded to me by the Agent for 
Sirdars, another mistake U apparent, the Mokassa Umul having been 
continued in two places. It is released as forming a portion of the 
Sorinjam'of Umursing Jadow Rao (Sirdars, Ko. 28J|, and it is also 
rc}ease(> ag forming a portion of the Surinjam of Saojee Nimbalkur 
(Daga Chiefs, Ko. 8). 

12. It appears that a portion of the village of Shemsnee, equal to 
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very nearly H of the wliole, wae granted before a. n» 1751, and conlitined 
without interruption up to the latest date for which accounta aro forth- 
coming. As far as the date of grant goei$, therefore, the feurinjain 
becomes, Under the orders adverted to in your ktter under reply, an 
hereditary one. But it remains to be decided whether, being a military 
Sttritijamf it can be continued under any circumstances. 

I have the honour to be, &c. 

(Signed) T, A. Cowren, Captain, 

Assistant Inam Commissioner. 


No. 1888. 

t 

From W. Hart, Esq., 

Inam Commissioner, 

To Ah Malet, Esq,, 

Chief Secretary to Government, Bombay. 

DsUd fi^A Apfii 1S55. 

Sir,—I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
No. 386, dated 37tb January 1853, and to submit the following remarks 
regarding the case referred to in its accompaniments, which are here¬ 
with returned. 

2. The annexed letter No. 128, dated 15lh March 1853, from my 
Assistant, Captain Cowper, will show that the village of Shernsnee, 
as a whokf was never granted to the Nimbalkur family, bat that three 
Umula of it (vi^, Moglaicc, Sordeshmookee^ and Foujdarec) were 
assigned in a, p. 1743*44 for the maintenance of the troops commanded 
by Darkojee Nimbalkur. 

3, Captain Covvpcr also shows that all the accounts in the Duftur 
concur in proving that the tenure of the above Umuls was not that of 
personal, but of military Surinjam ; the latest of the accounts alluded 
to being one dated three years before the introduction of the present Go¬ 
vernment. Mr. Turquaud, in his letter No. 98 of 1848, (cdcIosuto No. 
4 of a report from the Agent for Sirdars, No. 305, dated 20th Decem¬ 
ber 1848,) quotes a number of Government records showing the same 
facts, but it would seem from his having unfortunately thought it un- 
ucceaaary to give the English rendering of the phrases quoted by him, 
and from the Agent having persiaied in adhering to a mistaken trans¬ 
lation of the Sunud of a. u. 1747-46, (forming No. 1 of the enclosures 
of his letler No. 10, dated 11th January 1847,) that when the Honor¬ 
able Mr. Willoughby wrote his Minute of the 7th August 18b0 on the 
Acitng Agent’s letter No. 370, dated Slat July 1850 (political consulta¬ 
tion No. C989, September 1850,) some doubt enlisted as to the nature 
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of the original grant It is evident, however, that there was not, in 
realUyj any room for auch doubt, the UmnU having been ciprea^ly 
granted and continued as military and nol as personal Surinjam^ 

4* With respect to the case under consideration, the following errors 
and oversights seem to have occurred 

1^;.—Mr. Brown, in paragraph 3 of hia letter No. 30o, of tlio 20lh 
December 1848, adheres to the translation of the Peshwa^s Sanudof 
A. o. 1747*48, first submitted with hig letter No. 10 of 1847, without 
pointing out, or appearing to observe that the untranslated cxiiacta 
given by .Mr. Turquand support that gentleman^s rendering rather 
than his own. The words of the oriffinai grant quoted by Captain 
Cowper render further ol^^ervations on Ibis error unnecessary. 

2nd .—The Nimbalkur^s claims in Sherusnec are spoken of in many 
parts of the corrcspondeuce, and especially towards the close of the 
3rd paragraph of the Agent^a letter No. 305 of 1S4S, as if extending 
to the whole of *Uhe revenue of the village,” though shown in the 
documents quoted In respect (o it by the Agent and Mr. Turquand, 
as well as by Captain Cowper, to have extended to only a portion of 
those revenues. 

Srd.—The entry in the Surinjam lists of the name of Mankojeo. ns 
sdn of the late Saojee, being regarded as a recognition by the pp'.gcnt 
Government of hig adoption, lias already been noticed as an error in 
the Government Minute of the 12lli September ISfil, and Bppcargto 
have been reported as such to the Honorable Court of Dfrcetors on 
the 3rd P^ebruary following. 

Afh .—Certain errors and discrepancies in iMr, McDonnell^s list, as 
it afEects this case, iiavc been pointed out in the 10th and 11 Ih para¬ 
graphs of Captain Cowper’s letter now submillcd, which paragraphs 
also prove the justice of the general observations regarding Mr. 
JElphingtouc's Surinjam arrangements, centalned in paragraph of 
the same letter. 

5. The osscniial question connected witli this case is, however, that 
wliich forms the concluding gcnlcuce of Captain Cowper's letter; and 
with regard to it, 1 am respectfully of opinion that whatever provision 
is made for Mankojee Nimbalkur should be wholly dependent upon 
the pleasure of Government, and irrespective of the Hules for personal 
Suriujams held anterior to a. n. 1751. 

I have the honour to be, ^c. 

(Signed) W. H.^aT, 

Inam Commissioner. 
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No. 4760 OF 1854. 


Politic At DspAHTWENr; 


To P. W, LeGeyt, Esq.j 

Agent for Sirdars, Poona. 


Sib, —With reference lo my k«or No. 1072, dated the 11th Marcf^ 
last, I am directed by the Right flotiorablc the Governor in Council to 
transmit to yoa an extract, paragraphs 30 and 31, from a despatch fronn 
the Honorahte the Court of Directors, No. 23, dated the IGlh August 
last, and to inform you that, in accordance with the decision therein 
contained, the Surinjam enjoyed by the late Saojee Rao NImbalkur 
fihould be resumed from the Gth May 1B4G, the date of Jiis demise, from 
which date a life pension equal to a moiety of the net proceeds of the 
estate should be continued to Mankojee Rao, his adef^ted son. 

2. You are requested to report on the amount of pension lo be 
granted under the Honorable Courtis decision, some amendment being 
requisite in the calculation made in the letter from the Honorable Mr. 
Hobart, AssJatant Agent for Sirdars in charge, dated the 5lh November, 
No. 039 of 1853, the village of Shcriisnee being resumed with the other 
portions of the Sariujam. 

I have the honour to be, &c, 

(Signed) IT. L. Anduhson, 
Secretary to Government. 

Bombay CastU^ 15/A Non^mh^r 1854, 


Extract Para^aphs ZO and from a Despatch fri>m the Uonorahlc the 
Court of Directors^ dated the l6;/i Augasti No, 23 of 1804. 

Para. 30. The estate of Sherusnec (not an entire village, as we 
Further proceeding con- had been led toBuppo?c, but certain Umuls only) 

was a military and not a personal Surinjam, and 
the rule continuing on hereditary tenure certain 
estates lieJd prior to 1751 does not apply to 
military Burinjanris, 

31. We are of opinion, with Mr* LeGcyt, the Agent for Sirdars, that 
the Surinjam properly -lapsed on the death of the grantee Saojec Rao, 
but that a pension equal to half the net proceeds may be granted 
Mankojee (who was recognised as his adopted son ty the Peshwa’s 
Govcrnmcui) from the date of resumption. 


tiectud with the epplicutloa 
of Bf AnVojM for tlio 
fluftnci; to him of tlic Su- 
II njftTO formerly heUt by hit 
ileccfi«etl father 

Snojec Rao Nimbalknr. 
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Nok 539^ OF 19154- 


To E. C. Egq., 

Collector of Poona. 


POLITICAI DtFARTMfiKf. 


Sjr,—R eferring to the ail vice from this department No, 4757, dated 
llie 15ih November laat, 1 am directed by the Right ITonorabte the 
Governor in Council to enclose copy of a letter from the Agent for 
Sirdars in the Deccan, No. (^19, dated the 4th instant, with transcript of 
my r^ply of this date \ and in pursnance of the Eesolution communi¬ 
cated in the latter document, to convey to you the authority of Govern¬ 
ment for the payment from your treasury, with arrears from the Gth 
May 1846, to Mankojee Rao Nimbalkur, of the pengiou of Rs. 794 per 
annum now sanettoned by Government as a life*grant. This pay¬ 
ment should not^o made unlit you receive an intimation front tim 
Agent for Sirdara that the records and aocounte alluded to in the 3rd 
paragraph of Mr» LeGcyt’s letter havo been obtained from Mankojeo 
Rno. 

I have the honour to be, 

{Signed) Hi L, AnnansoN, 
Secretary to Governmcul. 

Bomhaif Casth^ 28ih December 1954. 


No 019 OF 1954. 


Political Department. 

Prom P. W* LeGeyt, Esq., 

Agent for Sirdars in the Deccan, 

To H. L, Anderson, Esq., 

Secretary to Government, Bombay. 

Datsd Poona, 4^/i Dtccm>her 1854. 

Sin,—! have tho honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
No. 4756, of the 15th nhlmo, with accompaniment, informing rtc that 
the Suriajamheld by the late Saojee RaoNimbalkur ahouLd bo resumed 
from the Glh May 1846, the date of his demise, and that a life pension, 
equal to a moiety of the not proceeds of the estate, should be granted 
from the above date to his adopted son Mankojee Rao, and desiring 
me to report the amount of pension to be granted (o Mm. 

2. I» reply, I beg to stato that in paragraphs 1 and 2of the letter from 
the Acting Assiltant Agent in charge, No, G39, dated the 5th Novem¬ 
ber 1853, the net proceeds of tbo_ two villagca of Tndowlec and Latee 
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were shown lo be Ra. 1,34043-6 + 193-3-6 ^ Rs. 1^534 1-0. In pa¬ 
ragraph 3 of the above letter, the yearly average of the village of 
Sherusnee was shown to be Ra. CO-O-U. From this sum, Rs, 14-0-2, 
on account of expenses of collection, at the rate of Rs. 2043-3 per cent, 
being deducted, there remaina a balance of Ra- 54-10-9. This sum 
being added to the above sum of Ra. 1,5344-0, gives the total of 
Rs. 1,533-1-19, and a moiety of this now to be continued in the shape 
of pension amounts to Rs. 794-5-10. 

3. I have requested the Collectors of Poona and Sholaporc to obtain 
from Mankojee Rao the whole of the records and accounts Jn his pos- 
ficsslon relative to the Surinjam held by hia deceased adoptive father 
Saojee Rao, and on receipt of their replies, the orders of Government, 
contained in their letter No. 5434, of the l^ih December 1352, will be 
attended to, 

4. I beg to add that the grant of the pension to be continued lo 
Mankojee Fao should be subject to the condition^ specified in Mr. 
Malefs Icller No, 642, of the 6th February last, 

I Jiave the honour to bc^ fee. 

(Signed) P, W. LuGevt, 

A^enfs OfficGf Poona, Atk Dfrxmber 1854. Agent* 


No. 5392 OP 1354. 


Political Department. 


To P. W* LeGeyt, Esq*, 

Agent for Sirdars in the Deccan. 


StR,—1 am directed by the Right Honorable the Governor in Council 
to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 619, dated the 4tlj instant, 
reporting on.the net proceed3 of the Sorinjam held by the late Saojec 
Rao Niinbalkur, resumed from the 6th May 1346. 

2. In reply, I am desired to inform you that His Lordship in Coun¬ 
cil hae resolved to grant from the date of resumption (6th May 1846), 
to the dcceaacd’a adopted boh, Mankojee Rao Nimbalkur, a life pension 
of Rg. 794 per annum, subject to the conditions mentioned in the 3rd 
and 4th paragraphs of yonr letter* 

3* A copy of my letter of this date to the Collector of Poona ia 
enclosed for your infbimation and guidance. 


I have the honour to he, Slo. 

" ¥ 

(Signed) H. L, Anukrson, 

„ t , Stcrclary to Govcrnracnl, 

Bomhaff Casiky 2^th December 1654* 
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No. 317 OF 1855- 

* 

Political Departmeut. 

From Caj>laiii T. A. Cowfer, 

Inam Commisaionor, Northern DivUion, 

To the Collector of Poona* 

Dated Pooflia, 27iA Marsh 1855- 

SiRj—In reply to your letter No* 232* of the 13ih February last* I have 
the honour to state that the records therein referred to have not been 
made over to this department* 

2. I beg to inform you that there appear to exist strong gtounds* 
wholly irrespective of the delivery of these records, for stispendJng the 
payment of any money whatever on account of the pension to which you 
refer until Goveruincnt shall have had an opportunity of considering 
certain fads connected with it which I am about to lay before them- 

* I have the honour to he, &c. 

(Signed) T. A* Cowper, Captain, 

Inam Commissioner. 


No. 17S9 OF 1855* 


Political Dl3PAaTlIE^T. 

To R. Keats, Esq., 

Agent for Brrdars in the Decean. 

SiHj^I am directed by the Right Honorable the Governor in Coiineil 
to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No* 202, dated the 28tli 
ultimo, and to Inform you that GovcTiiment has resolved that its au¬ 
thority, contained in my letter No. 5395, dated, the 28th December last, 
for the payment to Mankojee Rao Nimbalkur of a pension of Rs* 794 
per annum, shall be considered in abeyance until farther orders, 

I have the honour to be, &c. 


Bombay 1855* 


(Signed) H* L* Anuerson, 

Secretary to Government. 


No* 1792 OF 1855. 

Forwarded to the Inam Commissioner of the Northern Division, with 
reference tu his letter No* 317, dated the 27th March last, to the address 
of the Collector of Poona* 

** (Signed) H. L. Anderson, 

Secretary to Government, 

Bombay Castle, 7lh May 1855* 

2 T 
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No- 4G2 or 1S55- 


EeVENVE DEPASTHEtVT* 

From Captain T. A. Cowper, 

Inam Commissioner Northern Division, 

To H, YouwGj Eaq., 

OihciatiDg Chief Secretary to Government, Bombay* 

Dated Poonaj SQ£h April 1955* 

Sinj“l have the honour, as directed,in the Revenue Secretary's me¬ 
morandum No. 368, dated iSlh January 1854, to report upon the claim 
pul forward by Mankojec Rao Nimbalkur to succeed, in virtue of his 
alleged adoption, under the Peshwa's sanction, by the late Saojee Rao 
Nitnbalkur, to the village of Wurgaum, held by Saojee Rao up to his 
death as an Inam* 


2. On the grounds of the aforesaid adoption having taken place 
under the late Govexnmeat, with the Banclion of the Peshwa, the pre¬ 
sent claimant, Mankojec Rao, has been granted, as the second genera¬ 
tion, a penaion equal to half the net proceeds of the Surinjam held by 
the late ISaojce Rao; and under this sanotiou the payment of arrears 
amounting to upwards of Rs* 7,000 merely awaits the result of an 
inquiry as to whether the accounts of the lapsed Sutinjam have been 
given up to the Government or withheld. 

3. A careful perusal of tlie past proceedings in this case, however, 
renders it so clear to me thaf a gross fraud has been committed, and 
that by this means the order for the grant of the aforesaid pension haa 
been obtained, that it appears necessary at once to submit the circum¬ 
stances for the consideration and orders of Government* 


4. On Saojee Rao^s death in 1846, the Agent for Sirdars proposed 
to continue bis Surinjam hereditarily, as a grant made prior to a* d* 
1751* It was, however, subsequently satlsfaeloHly established by the 
officer in charge of the Poona Duftur, Mr. Turquand, and by the Inam 
Commissioner, Mr* Hart, that but a small portion of the Burinjam had 
been granted at that early date, and that even that small portion had 
been granted and held, not aa a personal, but as a purely military Surin¬ 
jam for the support of the Peshwa^s troops* 

5. To the facts briefly stated in the laat paragraph, the establish¬ 
ment of which at once destroyed all pretensions to ari hereditary title, 
I shall not have occasion again to advert; but It appears proper to record 
and solicit attention to them, as showing the case to have been one of 
error from beginning to end* 

6. The final orders of the Honorable Court, not .yet cairied out, 
were received in paragraph 31 (below quoted} of their political des¬ 
patch No. 33j dated 16th August 1854. 
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“ 31* We are of opiaion with Mr. LeGeytj the Agent for Sirilars, 
thaLthe Surinjam properly lapsed on the death of the grantee^ Saojee 
Rao, but t^at a pension equal to half the net proceeds may be grant¬ 
ed to Mankojee (who was recognised as his adopted son by the 
PeahwB^a Government) from the date of reaoniplion.'* 

7. It is now necessary to daseribe the information upon which the 
recognition by the Peshwa^s Government of the adoption of the present 
claimant by Snojee Rao Nimbalkar has been held to be proved* 

0* On Saojee Rao^a death iqp.846, the Agent for Sirdars, Mr. Brown, 
having been desired by Government to report upon the claim of “ Man¬ 
kojee RbO| the deccased^s submitted, with his letter No, 10, of tho 
11th January 1847, translations of a memorial from Mankojee Rao 
Nimballtur, and of a document described as “ a Murathee memoran¬ 
dum delivered to me by Saojee Rao Nimbalkur prior to his death,*^ 
The Agent in the 5ih paragraph of his letter informed Government,— 

“ I consider it my duly to bring to tho notice of Government that 
Mankojee Kao, who rc]>rcscnts himsolf to be the adopted son of the 
deceased Saojee Rao, is a son of his brother* The detail of this clr- 
enmstance is fully stated in Mankojee Rao^s memorial* Thii^ j>cr- 
son^s name has boon erroneously entered in the Siirinjam list aa the; 
BOn of Saojee Rao*” 

9. Both the documentsj the translations of which tho Agent sub¬ 
mitted with the aforesaid letters, are remarkable ories!j but as lh<‘y can 
be more conveniently noticed by and bye, I pass on to the Grvornment 
reply, conveyed in the Political Secretary's letter No, 4B0 dated 5tb 
February 1847, in paragraph 4 of which the Agent was informed,— 

** 4. I am further directed to request that yon will make inqui¬ 
ries into the validiiy of, and the concurrence of the Pcsliwa’s Govern¬ 
ment in, the adoption of Mankojee Rao, and favour Govcrnmctii with 
your opinion, and the grounds for them^ xipon these pointa.*' 

10* In the Stb paragraph of his letter No. 305, dated SOtli December 
1848, the Agent, Mr, Brown, furnished, in the following terms, tho in¬ 
formation and opinion regarding the alleged adoption which had been 
required by Government:— 

8* With reference to the last paragraph of yonr letter of the 
5th February 1S47, regarding the validiiy of the adoption of Manko¬ 
jee Rao, 1 have the honour to submit the translations of depositions 
taken before me (No* 7 to No. 15), which in rny opinion have estab¬ 
lished the adoption* With reference to the coneurrenee of the 
Peshwa^s Government, I beg to call the attention of the Right Honor¬ 
able the Gol^rnor in Council to the depositionof Guncsli Krishna, 
oorf Raojee Pendsay, marked No* 15, a person who was employed 
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in the Duftnr, with his father, during the Peshwa^a reign, and subse¬ 
quently enterlained by the British Government^ and is still ,in the 
ISuporintendent’s Office, His opinion in regard to the usages and 
forms of the Peshwa’a Government I have every reason to place con¬ 
fidence in, and he baa deposed that the termination of the letter, 
transValloo of which is annexed, No. 16, addressed to Saojee Bawa 
Nimbalknr by Sadashew Maiikeshwur, acknowledging the receipt of 
a drees and sugar on the ceremony of the adoption of a son by Saojee 
Nimbalkur, is to the best of his bcllf^in the handwriting of Sudaahcw 
Mankeshwur, the Peshwa's Minister,* Mankpjec ia the son of Gunno- 
jee Nimhaikor, the younger brother of Saojee Rao Nimbalkur, and he 
has been always recognised as the adopted son, and his name has been 
recorded In the list of Sirdars as the son of Saojee Nimbalkur; I have, 
therefore, no reason whatever to doubt the validity of the adoption, 
Mankojee was the only son of Gunnojee, his mother dyings few days 
after his birth 

11* The depositions and other documents which accompanied the 
Agent-s letter just referred to, and which Mr* Brown stated—in my 
opinion have catabliahed the adoption”—are of themselves sufficient, it 
seems to me, to cast discredit upon the whole case* But there is yet 
more 10 be slated with which Government have never been madp ac¬ 
quainted, the whole of which, however, will be best discussed after I 
shall have completed the record of what hag already taken place in the 
Agont^a Office* 

12. Almost Bimultanconsly with the Agent's report of the 20th 

December 134&t Government received from Nagho Buherao Bokecl, 
the hereditary accountant of one of the vUiages held by the late 
Saojee Rao, a petition questioning the sufficiency of the inquiry made 
by the Agent, declaring the documents produced before that officer to 
have been forged, and making several asseniona affecting the character 
of the alleged adopted son in other respects. This petition was, with 
the Political Secretary's letter No. 2200, dated the 24th May 1849, 
forwarded to the Agent, with orders ascertaiti whether it is an 

authentic document, and if so, institute a searching inquiry into the 
allegations therein contained*” 

13. The Acting Agent, Mr* Hunter, on the 19lh November following, 
No, 360, reported as follows t-— 

“I beg to state that the petitioner died on the 14tb March last, but 
that bis cousin, to whom the petition has been shown, recognised the 
handwriting of the deceased and offered to produce evidence in 
support of the allegations if four months' time were ^allowed to him. 
This time was allowed, and it expired on the 14th instant, when, 
considering that it wciild be salisfactcry to take further evidence to 
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the onty doenment in the case on which Mr. Brown rented hia dcci- 
eioiif I took the depositions of two witnesses, who distinctly deposed 
to its genuineness. Under these cir cum stances, I am of opinion that 
the petition is groundless.** 

14. Government, in their Chief Secretary's letter No. 5268, of the 
4th December 1849, intimated to Mr. Hunter that his report was un- 
satisfactory, and directed a further and complete Inquiry to be made. 
The Acting Agent was also desired again to eall upon the cousin of 
the deceased petitioner to establish, If he could, the assertions made 
hy the iate Nagho Euherao, In paragraph 3 of Ihia letter the Acting 
Agent waa informed,— 

“ 3. The point also mentioned in the 4th paragraph of the repre¬ 
sentation should, T am directed to observe, be carefully inquired into, 
since if the circumstance therein deposed to, of Mankojee Rao (the 
presen#claimant of this Snrinjam) having joined Oomajee's Bund, 
be true, sutHcicnt reasons will, Hia Lordship ip Council considers, 
exist for Government at once declining to show hint any favour 
with reference to hU present claim,” 

15. The result of the further inquiry waa reported to Government 
by the Acting Agent, Mr. Keays, in a letlerNo. 379, dated the 8th Jane 
1950, paragraphs 2, and 5 to 8 of which bear upon the question o'^ the 
adoption, and are below extracted :— 

2. In reply, I beg to slate that Mr. Hunter, the late Acting 
Agent, intimated through the SudderAmeen of Baramuttee to BaL 
krishna Sbeoram, the cousin of the writer of the petition, that he was 
prepared to receive any proof he might have (o produce in substantia¬ 
tion of any of the points therein contained, but that person stated 
that he had no proof whatsoever. He has since appeared before me 
and confirmed the same statement,** 

*‘5. The allegation contained in the 2nd paragraph of the petition 
is proved to be incorrect, as the genuineness of the lettet of Sudashew 
Mankeshwnr, produced by Mankojee, la established by the evidence 
of three diaintereated persons. 

“6. The allegation contained in the 3rd paragraph of the petition, 
that Mankojee Rao submitted a fabricated letter from his father, is 
frivolous, aa the lettei in question forms no part of the evidence on 
which Mankojee Rao*a adoption has been established. It may bn 
noticed, however, that neither the Agent for Sirdara in the Deccan 
nor the Collector of Sbolapore (to whom reference has been made) 
receiveif any intimation to the cEfeet that letteri purporting to bo 
from* him not to be eonsideied genuine unless his seal was 

atHxed while in the Agent^s OJEce; there are very many unquestionably 
from him without any seal. 
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“ 7* In answer to the allegation contained.in the 4th paragraph of 
the petition^ that Mankojee Rao had joined the gang of Opmajee 
Naikf 1 beg to annex copy of a letter from Mi. Courtney, the Codec* 
tor of Poona, stating that no information on the subject can be traced 
on his records. Mr^, Hunter has already reported that the petitioner 
died without furnishing proof on this point, and 1 have been unable 
to procure any from othei sources, 

“9. With reference to the last allegation, contained in the 5ih 
paragraph of the petition, I beg to state that the Afsistani Agent in 
charge has taken the depositions of Gopal Shamraj Ajaliut Desh^ 
mook, Anund Rao AbajcG Desbpandey, and Dinknr Rao Nimbalknr: 
the former state that their fathers were present at the ceremony of 
adoption, and received dresses on that occasion, and the latter slates 
that he was not intoxicated at the time he gave his deposition before 
Mr. Brown, and that no unlawful means were resorted totopduoe him 
to depose in the manner in which he has done, Binknr Kao’s father 
is gone to Benares, and his cousin is dead/^ 

16, Upon the information which 1 have hereinbefore recorded, the 
fact of Mankojee Rao having been adopted during, and with the sano- 
lion of the PesJiwa^s Govern™ enl seem a to have been admitted. Some 
correspondence ensued regarding the provision, if any, which should be 
made for him in consequence of the death of his alleged adoptive father, 
Saojee Kao, and it has been finally determined by the Honorable Court 
in the 31st paragraph of their political despatch No. 23, dated the 16th 
of August 1954, thato** 

The Surinjam properly lapsed on the death of the grantee Saojee 
Rao, but that a provision equal to half the net proceeds maybe grant¬ 
ed to Mankojec (who is recognised as his adopted son by the Pesh- 
wa’s GoVernmcnl) from the date of resumption.” 

17, Having now recorded all that seems required for the correct 
appreciation of the facts I am about to submit, I shall endeavour to 
explain the grounds on which I have described that evidence which, in 
the Agent Mr. Brown’s opinion, established the adoption,” as seeming 
to me in itself sufficient to cast discredit upon the whole case, 

19. The first point which I would notice is that up to the date of 
Saojee Kao’s death, Manliojee had been brought forward and described 
as hu son, and entered as such in the Surinjara lists; at a time, too, it 
must be remembered, when it waa not only thoroughly understood by all 
classes Ibat Surinjams were not conttnnable to adopted sons,'but when a 
special request that the rule might be altered had been embodied in the 
letter to Government (No. 225, dated the 29Lh December 1344) with 
which Mi. Warden’s lists were submitted. 
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I ft- But how inquiry on this point-^Mankojee’s relationahip to Saojce 
Rao—did not anggest iUelf in tho first instance, when the lim of 1844 
were prepared, I am unable to understand, for I find the officer f Mr, 
Warden) who, as Agent, prepared those liata, to have in Me 
reported to the Sudder Adawlut under date the 14ih of October 1S42, 
No. 206,— 

*‘T have the honour to state that I have received from the Collector 
of Sholapote two Murathee memoranda, dated the 00th of August 
last and 20th ultimo, acquainting me that Saojee Rao Nimbalkur, 
a Sirdar of the Third Class, cannot, from very old age, conduct the 
duty personally of his civil court, under the Sunud granted to him 
on the 20th June 1832; that he has no son to undertake the duty ; 
and recommending that tfie Snnud in question be cancelled/* 

And r also find Saojee Rao's Sunud to have been, under instructions 
conveyed fti the Regiatra/s reply No, 1897, of the 19rh November 1842, 
cancelled accor^ngly. 

20, Mankojee Rao appears to have been for the first time described 
as Saojee Rao*s {tdopled son in the Agent Mr* Brown*fl letter to Govern¬ 
ment, No. 10, dated the 11th of January 1S47, in paragraph 5 of which 
he slated,— 

I consider it my dnty to bring to the notice of Government that 
Mankojee Rao, who represents himself to be the adopted eon of the 
deceased Saojee Rao, is a son of his brother; the detail of this cir> 
cumatance is fully stated in Mankojee Rao*s memorial. This person’s 
name has been erroneously entered in the Surinjam list as the son of 
Saojee Rao.” 

21* Mankojee Rao, in his memorial referred to by the Agent, de¬ 
scribed the period at which he had been adopted as “ the twelfth day 
after my birth”; to which was added,—I was left till I was twelve 
months with my first father*” 

22. The same memorial contains the following passage, which it 
will be hereafter of importance to bear in mind:— 

A mcmoranduni of the Peshwa’s sanction of adoption was in my 
possession, but it was left among my records, which were lodged at 
Poona with my Karkoon Visajee Punt, who, with the records in 
question, has been missing, and no trace can be discovered of them.” 
23* One other fact alleged in the memorial was Mankojee Rao*B 
having accompanied the Peshwain his flight from Poona, he (Mankojee) 
being at tlfit time, according to the memorial, only fourteen or fifteen 
years of age.** Supposing this to be the truth, he must have been 
adopted in or aftbut the year 1803-04* 

24* With the Ageni*s communicatjoji above referred to, a document 
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was aabmitlad to Go^emmentf described by Mr. Brown in hU 4Lh 
paragraph as a translation of a Mnrathee memorandum delivered to 
me by Saojee Rao Nimbalkur prior to his death,but the aaid memo- 
random was not one delivered by b^aojee Hao^ who had been for many 
months absent in the Sholapore CoUectoratOj at the village of Tudowlee, 
■where he died. The memoranduni was delivered to the Agent by 
Mankojtt Rao^ and was signed by Mankojee Kao in behalf of Saojee 
Kao. It U a very peculiar docnment^ containing from fir&l to last little 
beyond a series of entreaties that Mankojee ahould*be permitted to suc¬ 
ceed to the holdings of Saojee. 

25. Government having eonsldered fuelher inquiry requisite regard¬ 

ing *Uhe validity of, and the concurrence of the Peshwn^s Government 
in the adoption of Mankojee Hao,^' the Agent instituted an inquiryf 
which resulted in the recognition of the validity of the adoption. This 
is the inquiry to the irreconcilable discrepancies in which T beg spe¬ 
cially to draw attention. ^ 

26. As soon os U became known that Government had ordered fuTthet 
inquiry, Mankojee, on whose previous representation Government bad 
been informed that no documentary evidence was forthcoming, present¬ 
ed to the Agent a memorandum dated 19th May 1B47, in which he 
slated that on the occasion of his adoption presents had been made by 
his adoptive father Saojee, through Mulhar Rao Appa Mankeshwur, to 
Sudashew MinkeshwuT, then the Peahwa^s Prime Minlater, and that 
Sudashew Mankeshwar had acknowledged the receipt of the present in 
a letter addressed to Saojee Hao^ which be (Mankojee) produced before 
the Agent. 

27. It is remarkable that when addressing the Agent on a previous 
occasion Mankojee Bao failed to ma]:c any allusion whatever to this 
alleged letter from, and transaction with the Peshwa'^s Prime Minister, 
and Government were informed|, in the Agent^s letter No. 10, of the 11th 
January 1S47', that there was an “ absence of documentary proof.” This 
omission could never have arisen from any ignorance of the value of 
finch evidence, and it may be reasonably asked—why was it not at first 
brought forward, especially when the documents conveying the Pesh- 
wa*a flanction to the adoptioii, stated to have been once in existence, 
were declared to be lost? 

28- 1 must now point out the glaring discrepancies between the 

BtaCenients of the eeven witnesses, translatione of whose depositions 
accompanied the Agent’s letter to Government, No, 305, of the 20th 
December 1843, all of whom declared that they were present at the 
ceremony of adoption, and yet differed moat materially in their atbdcments 
regarding the age of Mankojee when he was adapted. With regard to 
the period at which the adoption took place, the evidence was nearly as 
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confticliag. Tbe nature and extent of ihcsCidUcrepanciea will be ap¬ 
parent irom the following statement;— 


KamBB of WjtDMHS- 


How lonff bdbre (h« 
Ago of IKaTtkqJec wlion ckwe of tho PeoliwA’a 
AdoptetL Rul« tho Adoptlos took 

piBce. 


Buheerjee bia SudtAjeCf PMel ... ^. 
9 , Suntajee bin Sooltaiijce} Potel ...... 

3. Lu^fLintOn bin Syajee -PAtel .. *»^ * ^ * 

4. EAnnjee bin Janojee Chnwgaota , <,« 

5. Sudon bin Mankojee Qoorow........ 

€. Pandoorung Eainchniiilta, Koolkurnce. 
7, Hu«e Miilhar, Koolkuruee ., f, .*. * 


pae year.« 
T^n years 
Bitto 


|Twa or two and a half 
yean .... ., . 

Two and a half yean. 
iTiree or four yean.. 
Ditto ditto 


|Nt>t Rtatcd. 
lEight or ten ycura- 
Not stated. 


.\bout ten years. 
Not stated. 

Four or five years. 
Five or di yoara. 


S9, When it is ejcplamed that an adoption auch as that which la 
alleged to have Jaken place was, under the late Government, an event 
of the last importance to the parties immcd^tcly concerned, and to 
their dependents^ and when it is pointed out that the evidence just 
referred to is in every case that of such a dependentp the discrepancies 
in their evidence will be better appreciated; and still more worthless 
will *the whole story be considered when their evidence ia centras^'^d 
With the previons statement (see paragraphs 31 and 33 of this letter) of 
Mankojee Rao himself that he was adopted when he w^twelve days 
old, and that his adoption took place fourteen or fifteen years before 
the close of the Pcsbwa’s rule. 

30- I now proceed to notice the document purporting to be a letter 
from the PesUwa^a Minister, Sudashew Mankeshwur, and which ap¬ 
pears to have been mainly instromental in proving to the satisfaction 
of the Agent, Mr. Brown^ that the adoption received the sanction of the 
Peshwa*s Government. The contente of this document seem to me to 
prove it to bo a forgery* Before, however,. gfJing further, I tnuat submit 
the following translation of it, which is that given by the Agent, (to 
whose letter, No. 305, of the 30th December 1S48, it forms an accom¬ 
paniment,) and is subslanlially correct:* 

“ I have the pleasure to acknowledge the receipt of your letter in¬ 
forming me that you had, by permission of HU Highness, adopted the 
eon of your younger brother, and Bonding me dress and sugar in 
compliment of the adoption. 

In reply, I beg to offer you my congratulation on the occasion, 
and retdm you many thanks for the kind compliment of sugar you 
sent ^e i there was no necessity, however, in sending me a dress, 
which I should have returned if I knew the same would not have 
displeased you, 

3t 
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“ I request yon wifi wrile to me onen, aud inform me of the statt of 

your health. What more oan I request than the eonltnuanee«of your 

favour and kindneaa Cowards me ? Despatched Chuudra, 25th Zllhej/^ 

31. It will be observed that the year in which the above docnmenl 
was written is not mentioned in it. This, of course, renders it useless 
for any purpose of tiding, or endeavouring to the exact date of the 
alleged adoption. 

32. The agent, in paragraph 8 of bb tetter dated the 20th of Decern* 
ber 1348, laid great stress upon the evidence of Gunesh Krishna, oorf 
Baojee Pendsay, describing him as *‘a person who was employed in the 
Duflnr, with his father, during the Feshwa’s reign, and whose opinion 
in regard to the usages and forms of the Peehwa's GoTemmenf ^ ha 
^the Agent) had “ every reason to place ebnddence in ; and he has de* 
posed that the termination of the letter, translation of which U annexed. 
No. 16, addressed to Saojee Bawa Nitnbalknr by Sudashew Man- 
kcshwur, acknowledging the receipt of a dress and sugar on the cere* 
mony of the adoption of ^ son by Saojee Nlmbalkur, is to the best of his 
belief in the handwriting of Sudashew Mankeshwur, the Peshwa’a 
Minister.” 

33. But on referring to the translation of Raojce P end say ^s deposi* 
lion which accompanied the Ageni*s letter, I can find no trace whatever 
of any assertion that the bandwriting in question was to the best of 
hb (Eaojec^endeayb) belief that of Sudashew Matikeshwur. Baojee 
Pendsay appears most carefully to have avoided saying anything of the 
kind j what ha did say was-^the writing “appears like Sudashew Man* 
keshwur’s writing, but I cannot state to a certainty that it is his.” 

34. Baojee Pendsay might have been naturally expected, from the 
circumstance of his having been employed from hie youth upwards In 
the Peshwab DufJur, in which he wae one of the hereditary Karkoons, 
to have had a distinct knowledge of such an adoption (if it really ever 
look place) a^^that alleged to have been made by Saojee Rao ;—an adop¬ 
tion which, satLctioUcd by the Government, carried with it succession 
to the Inam property held by the adoptive father; who being, moreover, 
then in the possession of a large Sdrinjam, would have been, accord¬ 
ing to custom, required to pay a heavy Nuzui to the Government. 

35. Baojee Pendaay’s knowledge of any adoption made by Saojee 
Bao during the Peshwa*s Government was not, however, tested. He 
was not asked a single question on the subjeci, and his deposition was 
confined to general matters, about which there could be no doubt. I 
have now remedied this omission, and Baojee Pendsay' has stated 

, before me on solemn affirmation that be never heard during tke whole 
of B&jee Bao*s relj^n ofnny adoption made by Baojee Rao, or of any 
permission given him to adopt. 
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Another fact to which considerable importance attaches H chat 
Saojee Rao was not only no favourite with the last Peshwa, but had 
belonged to tie party of the Mmisterr Nana Pninavesef to aZl whose 
adherentB Bajee Eao’a aversion ia matter {of neCoriety. It is equally 
well known ibai Bajee Rao looked upon adoptions generally with 
much disfavour, bis own succession to the throne having been con¬ 
tested by an adopted son. Theae CLrcumstauces alone render it ex¬ 
tremely improbable that 6aojee Rao ever received the Peshwa^s sanc¬ 
tion to any adoption, 

37, The heading of the document puiportiog to bo Budashew Man- 

Iceshwur^s letter demands notice. The expression ** Bawa^’ used in 
addressing Saojee Eao was unusual in letters from the powerful Brah¬ 
min Prime Minister of the*Peshwa to an ordinary Muratha Sirdar of 
no note. My own knowledge was sulEcient to satisfy me on this point, 
T have, however, been able to obtain additional information of some 
value, Baojee Pcndsay has stated ou solemn adirmation that during 
the whole of bis twenty years^ experience in the Peshwa’s Duftar under 
the late Government, he never met with such an expression used under 
such cironmatances. Of the correctness of this assertion genefally 1 
have no doubt, and I have been able to test it to some extent by the 
reoo^s made over to the Inam Commissiotiet three years ago by the 
famify of Sudashew Mankeshwur, among which I have found the copy 
of a letter to Saojee Rao himself, in which, howfivor, no^ch expres¬ 
sion as is to he found, 

38, The so-called letter contains further and stronger evidence of its 
Bpurious character in the form of address nsed in the body of the do- 
cumenu Tu one part Saojee Eao is addressed as Toomhee’' 
while a few lines farther, and twice or thrice afterwards, he is addres-* 
eed as « A pun” {arFijBr), That Sudashew Mankeshwur, or any other 
person in his position, ever addressed Saojee Hap or any one else in this 
manner (i. e. both as “ Toomhee” and ** Apun”) is so utterly impro¬ 
bable that the document might well have been rejected on this ground 
alone. 

39, However, the strongest possible evidence that the documeut 
purporting to be a letter from Sudashew Mankeahwur never emanated 
from him is to be found in the terms of the letter itself* in which 
Sudashew Mankeebwur is represented aa writing,—“There was no ne¬ 
cessity, however, in sending me a dress, which I should have returned 
if I knew the same would not have displeased you.” To those ac¬ 
quainted Mth oriental forms and customs it is not necessary to explain 
that such a reply as the above is*a thing unheard of, and would have 
been a direct inifult to the party sending the present. But in this case 
it was not only Saojee Rao, bat MankeahwuPs own master, the Peahwa,' 



20 


APPENDIX T. 


wbo would have been thus reflected on. The utter improbabiliCy of the 
whole of the alleged transaction may be well inferred from tba replies 
'of Eaojee Peadeay, which, with the questione put to him, are below 
transcribed;—■ 

** QuesHour —When a person, on the occasion of the adoption of a son 
with the^permiaaion of the Pesbwa, sent to any one a present of sugar 
and a dreea, accompanied by a letter, wae it the custom ever to write 
in acknowledgment that there had been no occasion for sending the 
present of the dress ? 

I never met with, nor heard of such a thing. 

“ QueUion.^Oa a perwn adoptinga^on with the Peshwa’a sanction, 
and sending on the occasion to the Prime Minister a letter intimating 
the same, accompanied by sugar and a drbss, would the Prime Minister^ 
ever, in acknowledging their receipt, have written that there had been 
no necessity for sending the dress ? 

** Answer.^^o ; the Prime Minister would never have written thus/* 
40* Much more might be adduced, all Tending to prove this docu¬ 
ment a clumsy forgery, With, however, such clear and convincing 
proof as that described io previous paragraphs {30 to 39) already 
recorded, it would apparently be superfluous further to discuss this 
question. 

41. The last fact to be noticed in connection with this alleged letter 
of Sudashew Mankeshwor^s is the omission to ascertain in any way 
whatever .from his cousin, Mulbar ftao Bajee (now dead), the correct¬ 
ness or otherwise of the assertion (soe paragraph 26) made by Mankojee 
that the letter wag forwarded through him {Mulhar Rao]. *I can find no 
c?tp]anation regarding this omissioo, which, as Mulhar Kao Bajec waa 
then alive and on the spot, seems most unaoeonutablc. 

42. But still more unaccountable than the foregoing is the fact that 
Govetument have up to this day never been made acquainted with 
Maakojee^s ftTatement that the document purporting to be 8udashew 
Mankeshwur's letter had been forwarded through Mulhar Kao Man- 
kesbwur. Had Government been aware of this, the absence of Mulhar 
Rao^s evidence would have in all probability attracted their atleution. 
With the Argent Mr. Brownes letter No. 305, of the 20lh December 1S48, 
a number of depositions were forwarded Co Government, but that of 
Mankojee, containing the aforesaid statement regarding Muthai Eao 
Mankeshwur, was neither forwarded nor alluded to. 

43. It was my intention to have added to the above the evidence of 
certain members of the Nimbalkur family, but this I am uAable to do, 
as the first of three persons whom I sant for neglected to comply with 
the summonB, and, before a second intimation could rchich him, loft for 
Baroda. 
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44* The two other perpODa subsequently sent for were in like manner 
not to he founds having, it was stated, also proceeded to Baroda, although 
they must bai e been at their village not three days previously to my 
sending for them. 

45* Under such circumstances, it is scarcely possible to suppose that 
these persons have not purposely shunned examination ■ and that such 
is the case may be inferred from the eiguificanc fact of one of them, an 
old man of upwards of seventy years of age^ who ia now said to have 
undertakeu a long journey to Baroda in the midst of the hottest wea¬ 
ther, having been eight years ago (in 1847} declared by his son to be 
quite ineapacited by old age from attending to give evidence before the 
Agent* If Government will refer to the concluding portion of tbe de- 
• position of Dinkur Kao bin'Sidhojee Rao Nimbalkur, a translation of 
which accompanied the Agent’s letter of 20th December 1848, Din- 
kur Rao will be found to have stated,—'*My father is atill living, and 
is about seventy years old, but totally helpless, and will not be able to 
attend*” This same Dinkur Rao was again examined in 1350, in con¬ 
sequence of the further inquiry then instituted regarding the allcga'' 
lions pul forward by the Koolkurnee, Nagho Buherao Bokeel, who 
had informed Government that the alleged adoption was a hotitlous 
one,, and that the papers produced in support of it were forgerii^s* 
When on this second occasion Dinkur Rao was again examined by Ltie 
Agent, he stated that hia father Sidhojee (the old man, whom he had 
in 1847 declared to be totally helpless and unable to attend, and who is 
now said to have gone to Baroda the moment he was required to give 
evidence before me) had just proceeded to Benares. 

46* The facts »ouf placed before Government may bo thus briefly re¬ 
capitulated :•— 

Is^.^At an early period of British rule Mankojec was inolndcd in 
the list of the privileged classes as Sa^jee'i sun. 

2itd*-^rn 1342 tbe Judges of the €udder Adawlut cancelled 
(paragraph 19) the Sunud held by $a[>jee,on the Agent Mr* Warden’s 
representation that Saojec, having- no had become unable from 
old age to transact business, 

3rfif.-~In 1844 Mankojee was entered (paragraph 18) in the Surin- 
jam lists prepared by the same offtcer, the Agent Mr* Warden, as 
Saoj&e's jo«* 

4;A*—In 1847, after Saojee’s death, Maukdjee was for the first time 
(paragraph 18} brought forward aa an adopted son, nod on that occa¬ 
sion ho (Afankojoe) asserted (paragraph 22) that his adoption had been 
sanettoned by the Feshtita in a document which had been lost, and 
the Agent, Rff. Brown, informed (paragraph 27) Government that no 
documentary evidence was fottbeoming. 
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—At the latne time Mankojee stated (pamgrapli 2f) that biir 
adoption had taken place he was only a few dayt old, and 

fourteen or fifteen years (paragmpb 33) before the close of the Pesh' 
wa^s rule. 

Bih .—Mankojee also at this time gave to the Agent a memorandum 
iihigned by him (Mankojee) on behalf of Saojeej (who then waS} and 
for months had been a hundred and fifty miles awayi at a village In 
the Sholapore Colleotorate, where be died^) which document was 
deaeribed (paragraph 34) to Government by the Agent as ^*a tnemo' 
randnni delivered to me by Baojee Aao Nimbalkur prior to hie death”; 
and this was the document almost immediately afterwards described 
in a petition to Government as a forgery^ which it now seems exceed¬ 
ingly probable that it was. ^ 

7lh .—'Government not havhig been satlsfied;r and having ordered 
(paragraph 35) further and careful inquiry, Mankojee ihtn^ for th^ 
first time, informed (paragraph 36) the Agent that he possessed a letter 
to Saojee Kao from the Feshwa^s Prime Minister, Sudashew Man- 
keshwur, acknowledging the receipt of a present on the occasion of 
hie (Mankojee's) adoption^ which letter he stated had been frawarded 
to his adoptive father, Saojee, through Sudashew Mankeshwni^s 
cousin, Mulhar Eao Bajee. 

S/fe.—This alleged letter from Sudashew Mankeshwur was ad¬ 
mitted as a genuine document strongly corroborative of Mankojee^s 
assertion, but the on>l^ individual who could have given positive evi¬ 
dence (Mnlbar Rao Eajce) was not (paragraph 41) examined, and 
Government, moreover, were never (paragraph 43) Informed that he 
bad been named by MankojeE as the person through whom the alleged 
letter was sent. 

9M.—The geauincuess of the document said to be a letter from 
Sudashew Mankeshwur was, in the Agent Mr. Brown’s opinion, 
established <by the evidence of Kaojee Peudsay, an old man who had 
served in the Peabwa^s Duflur during the whole of Bajee Rao*s reign ; 
and'on the only material point on which he was examined,—the 
identification of writing said to be Sudashew Mankeshwur’sj^hewas 
represented (paragraphs ^33 and 33} to Government to have declared 
that it was so to tbe best of bis belief; whereas he merely stated that 
it looked like Sudashew MankeehwnPs writing, and whereas he was 
not asked a single question on several important matters of which he 
might naturally have been supposed to be personally cognisant, and 
regarding which he has now awarded (paragraphs 34 to 3$) informa¬ 
tion, the whole of which tends to prove the said document to be a 
forgery. 

lOfA—That the document never was written by Sudasliew Man- 
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iecmSj howevei, apaTt entirely from any knowledge of 
Kaojte Pend3ay*fli, to be eomplelely proven (paragraptia 34 and 36 to 
40) by its cooientSj by the fom of 'adclreiss used, and by several other 
elroutn^tanoea lesa glaring} but all tending to prove it to be a forgery, 
llih ,—The prodnotion of the aforesaid document was supported by 
the evidence of several persons, who all stated that they had been 
present at the ceremony of Maakojee'a adoption, but whose atatements 
irreconcilably differed each from the other (paragraphs 2Q and 29), 
and the whole of them from that of Mankojee hitnsGlf (paragraph 29), 
on two most material points,—the age of Maukojeo when adopted, 
and th« period at which the adoption took place, 

^F'inall ^.—Saojee Rao Nirubalkiir, said to have been permitted by 
the Peehwato adoptason, Vas about one of the last persons to whom 
Buch sanction would have been accoiHed by Bajce Rao, whose whole 
policy was to deprive the Muratha Sirdars of their posaessions and 
power, Saojee Rao ^was one of these Sirdars, had been deprived of the 
command of troops, had been an adherent of Nana Farnavese (para¬ 
graphs 34 and 36), and had lost by formal resumptioos the greater 
portion of what he had once held. Vet these are the circumstances 
under which the Pe&hwa is said to have allowed an adoption, to 
prpve which evidence haa been adduced, apparently suilicieut in 
itself to show the utter falsehood of an assertion, the pHntd f tcie 
improbability of which is so great that to substantiate its correctueBS 
would require proof unusually clear and convincing, 

47. Should Government agree wiih me in considering the facta 
hereinbefore recorded sufficieiilly to prove that the alleged adoption by 
Saojee Rao never received the Peshwa^s sanction, and that the whole 
of the evidence which has been brought forward to prove that it was 
thus sanctioned is a tissue of fraud and falsehood, it will remain for 
consideration whether any measures should be taken to punish Iho 
parties concerned in the transaction. It seems doubtful whether a 
prosecution either for conspiracy or forgery would result in a conviction, 
for most of the statements made arc vague and very little to the point, 
and the fraud seems to me to have hitherto been a successful one moro 
owing to the insufficiency of the inquiry made than to anything else. 

49, But though doubtful on the above point, 1 am very strongly of 
opinion that should Government be satlsRed that deception has been 
practised, Mankojec should not be allowed to remain a member of the 
privileged classes, • 

* I have the boDour to be, Acc, 

(Signed) T. A. Cowfer, Captain, 
Inatn Commissioner Northern Diviejom 
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No. 3933^ OF 1855. 


To Captain T. A, Cowper, 


Political Department. 


Inam Commissioner Northern Division. 


Sir^—I have laid before the Right Honorable the Governorin Conneil 
your letter No. 462, dated the JlOth April last, reporting on the fraud 
practised by Maakojee Rao Nimbalkur upon Mr. Brown, the late Agent 
for Sirdars. 

2. In reply, I am desired to observe that, in the opinion of Go¬ 
vernment, you have produced the most .clear and convincing proofs that 
the adoption of Mankojee Rao by the late Daojee Rao Nimbalkur never 
received the eanction of the Peshwa, and that, therefore, he possesses no 
right to the pension which, under the supposition that his adoption 
had been formally recognised by that prince, lately ,been granted 
to him. 

3. The Right Honorable the Governor in Council has, accordingly, 
resolved that the payment of this pension, which was stopped under 
date the 7th May last, shall continue in abeyance, pending a reference 
to the Honorable the Court of DlrGctors, to whom it will he suggested 
that, under the infoTTnatlon now furnished by you, their orders for the 
grant of this stipend be recalled. 

4. A rccompuendation will at the same time be submitted to the 
Honorable Court that the name of Mankojee Rao be expunged from 
the list of Sirdars, the gross fraud which he has practised upon {^vern- 
ment in this case proving him to be utterly unworthy to be coatinned 
to be enrolled amongst the privileged persons of the Deccan and 
Southern Miiratha Country. 

5. Finally, I am desired to convey to you the oommcndation of 
Government Jor the ability with which you have, with cousldeiabla 
labour, traced out the intricate facts connected with this case. 


r have the honour to be, &c, 

(Signed) H. L. ANUEnsoN, 
Secretary to Government. 


Bomhatf CaiilCi ^5th Julif 1855. 
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No. 936 OT 1855* 

■' ' Political Department* 

From Cftijliiti T* A* Cowper, 

Insim Commissioner Northern Divisionj 
To H. L- ANDERaojf, Iilgq., 

Secretary to Government^ Bombay. 

Dated Foonat 1S55. 

Sm,—Since the receipt of your letter No* 2093, dated the 25th July 
laatj circumstances connected with the ease therem disposed of havo 
come to my knowledge with which it appears proper that I should 
acquaint the Government. 

2* On the i7th Joly lagt, in consequence of information received 
hcrCj I addressed the following letter (Not77G) to the Political Agent in 
the Southern Muratha Country!^ 

May J rcqucg^t the favour of your informing me whether inquiries 
recently made have,''as I have been informed they liavc^ led to the 
discovery of^entries in the accounts of the late Chief of Moodholo of 
sumfj of money paid to NarapaNaik, a Soucar oiPoona, on account 
of business connected with the Nimbalkur family, 

“ 2. Should such entries exist^ I shall be obliged by your furnish-* 
ing me with authenticated copies of them, and by your letting luo 
know the result of any inquiry which you may have instituted.’^ 

3h The reply of tlie Political Agent, No. 402, dated the 6lh inslantf 
is below transcribed 

reply to your letter No. 776, dated 17th ultimo, I iiave the 
honour to inform you that no entries In the accounts of the late Chief 
of Mood hole of sums paid to Kara pa Kaik have been discovered, 
but there are registries of two letters from ihe late Chief to Narapa 
Naik, of which 1 send you copies. 

“ 2. No inquiry has been instituted on this subject in thi* de¬ 
partment.” 

4* The first of the documents, copies of which accompanied the 
Political Agent’s reply, is the registry of a letter dated the 4lh Novem¬ 
ber 1645, ifith Karlik Shood, SJiukc 1767,f to the address of Narapa 
Naik Dharwarkur, a well known Poona JJankcr (Soiicar), to lha 
followin^ffecl 

“ I wish you to disburse for me at Poona, pn account of a certain 
business, the following sumsi—— 

2,000 1o Bapnojee BulLal Scerwulkur, in guch sums as circum- 
« stances may require, 

500 to Tilmaa Khan Karwan, through Bapoojeo' Bullal Pendsay- 


2,500 
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«In a]], you should pay Rs* 2|S00# which T will citherrepay to your 
order at Bagulhote^ or send ypu si, hoondec for ihc aiuount payable 
^ at Poona^ if you prefer it. Any d#l|ty in paying the money may ruin 
tha business* and this it is well to note, though 1 feci sure that 
delay on your part will not occur.” 

5* The second document is the registry of the following letter, 
dated the 28ih August* to the address of the aforesaid Narapa Naik 
Dharwarkur. The year is not specified in the body of the registry, 
but is shown by the general heading to be a. d. 1846 x —* 

“ It has been agreed upon to pay the sum of Rs. 5,000 upon 
receiving orders for the release from attachment of the villages held 
by the late Saojee Rajeh Nimbalku-r. Bapoojee Bullal has already 
probably explained this, aiyl he will no\sf again do so. I have, there¬ 
fore, sent from hence by Bapoojee Eullal Scerwulkur nn order for 
Rs, 4,000, wJiich you mnsit receiTO, and assure the proper persona 
that you will give them Rs. 5,000 on reccivkigjjFdfe'rs for continuing 
to Mankojeo Rao everything previously bblll by 'Saojee Rajeh, 
When 1 hear of your having received the aforit^1(} orders, I will 
send the Rs. i.offo required to complete the omou'At.^' As Nimbalkur 
is a relative of mine, you should exert yourself in this matter, and, 
having obtained the orders of release, should pay the money in the 
proper quarters. Pray ensure the commencement of the business at 
once by freely pledging yourself to the above effect. The rest 
Bapoojee Builal will verbally communicate to you. Bapoojee Bullal 
will have explained to you that a report will have to be sent to B^nbay. 
Pray get your friends to expedite its transmission, and do not let any 
delay take place.” 

6. 1 have aecertained from the books of the banker to whom the 
foregoing lettera were addressed, that subsequently to the date of them 
nearly Rs. 6,000 were paid to Bapoojee Bullal Pend say, the Agent of 
Mankojee Nitabalkur, he (Bapoojee Bullal) drawing upon tho Moodhole 
Chief for Ih* amount, which he received in various sums durin^a period 
of several years. 

7. WasBOodeo Natk, who only became the head of the firm three or 
four years ago, on the death of his father Narapa Naik, has declared 
his inability to Had the original letters, translations of the registries of 
which are contained in paragraphs 4 and 5, although a earefuMearch for 
them is said to have been made. That they were received, however, 
appears to me suffieiently and clearly established by the facts described 
in the last paragraph : but besidea these, other evidence of a'moat direct 
and positive nature is forlheoming ; for the payment of Rs. 500 to Tumas 
Khan KarwaOf directed to be made in the Moodhole diiePa latter of iha 
4th November 1645, is duly entered and specifically described in 
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Narapa Naik*fl day-book of the 10th of that month ] indeed, the lettei is 
dliatincUy quoted aa the anthority for the payment, 

8. Stick ar; Lhe facta which L have now to aubmit for coneideration ■ 
and they afford, I think, starllijig evidence not merely of the fraud 
already exposed, for that has been established to the satisfaction of 
Goverament, but of the deliberation and wholesale conspiracy which 
stamp the proceedings from their very commencement, 

9. I have already placed before Government, in my reports Nos. 920 
and 935, dated the 29th and 30th August 1355 respectively, two other 
cases which in several of their features are scarcely less ohjectiotiahle 
than this one. The difficulty of obtaining specific and perfectly correct 
information on these occasions is greatly to be rogrelted^ Generally 
speaking, there is a combltfhlion to l^eeft the diTair, at all risks and at 
any price, from the knowledge of the superior officers of Government^ 
and this alone indicalos, f think, a slate of things which must ever be 
pregnant with seriouV mischief. 

10. But aliliongh, from the cansea just described, it is so seldom 
j>ossible to obtain oo In pi etc statements snsceptiblc of positive pTO<d, and 
to such slELtemenfs my communications to Government must for the 
most part necessarily he confined, much is constantly coming to my 
knowledge, of the Irulli of whidi I can entertain no moral doubt what¬ 
soever, corroboraled as it gcnoriLly is by that presumptive evide 'cc 
which all my own experience has fhown me to be as much as ca-i bo 
expected in such cases, and, indeed, all that in many of them it is pos¬ 
sible ^ obtain. 

11. The opinion, therefore, on this subject, which with deference I 
submit to Governmeui, is one grounded not on a few isolated rasoa, but 
on the concurrent testimony afforded by many fiundrcds of them, the 
invc.'stigalioii of which has occupied me during the last four years, and 
lias forced upon me a conviction of the widely spread exiHlencc of an 
nndcr-current of inlriguc, the effects of which, certainly not the leas 
injurious because at iirst sight scarcely perceptible, require to be care¬ 
fully watched and deci'sively ccmnioraeted, —a necessity which will, I 
apprehend, be lieteafler yet more sensibly felt in coiineclion with the 
many great changes in progress, the most imiiorlanl of all of which,— 
education,-“must, emtevis paribus^ be expected, it seems to me, not to 
remove, but in all probability to render nujre formidable the evil. 

I have the honour to be, &c. 

{Signed) T. A. CowrfiR, Captain, 

Inam Coinmissioner Northern Division, 
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No. tOS7 185S. 

B h I - ' 

'' Political DfirARTMEnr. 

To Captain T. A. Cowper, 

Tnam Comm 16 si oner Northern Division, Poona. 


Shj—T am directed by the Right Honorable the Governor in Council 
to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 956, dated the 3lat ultimo, 
detailing further circumstances which you have discovered, in connec¬ 
tion with the fraud practised by Mankojee Rao Nimbalknr upon 
Mr* Brown, the late Agent for Sirdars, and, in reply, to enclose for 
your information copy of a Resolution.passed by Government on 
your letter. 

I have the honour to be, 6cc, 

(Signed)'. ; 

* h 

Secr'el^y fo'Gfovfl rumen t, 

'1 ‘ 

Bombay Casthj 22nd September 1855 * ■ - . " 


Besolution passed by Geyvernment. 

Tills letter afTorda additional proof, of which ample evidence was 
previously before Government, that a gross fraud has been attempted 
by Mankojee Rao Ntmbalkur, but which, through the commendable 
exertions of Captain Cowper, has been frustrated* 

Ke:solved, —That Mankojee Rao Nimbalkur, by his disgraceful cou- 
duct on this ^occasion, has proved himself unworthy any longer to be 
retained amongst the privileged classes, and that in anticipation of tlio 
Honorable the Court of Directors sanctloningihe recommendation which, 
in conformity with the recent resolution of Government, is about to be 
made to that authority, for the erasure of his name from the Sirdar lipts, 
orders be at once issued for his being suspended from the privileged 
classes, pending the Courtis instructions* By this means, this unworthy 
individual will bo deprived of tl.e usual Dussera dress and other 
honours which otherwise he would, as q Sirdar, receive at the approach¬ 
ing Dussera festival, on the 20th proximo. 

The late Chief of Mood hole, who appears to have been a principal in 
this attempted fraud, having intermediately died, it is unnecessary to 
lake any notice of Ids misconduct. 
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Extract Para^aph^ 6 f4>S/ram a Despatch from the Honorable (Ac 
Couri f/ Directors^ dated the Marchf iVa. 19 of 1650* 

<h 

0. A pension of Rs+ 794 pec nnnum^ equivalent lo half the net 
pcoceeda of the lapsed Burinjam of the late Saojee Rao Nlmbalkor^ 
had been granted to his nephew Mankojee, on the ground of hb having 
been adopted by the deceased as his son, with the saneiion of the 
Peshwa. It has now been clearly shown by Captain Cowper that the 
evidence by which the adoption, and the confirTnalion of it by the Pcsli* 
wa, were supposed to have been established, wa& false and fraudulent. 
Of all the instances whioli have yet come before us of Mr* Brown’s negli¬ 
gence and inaccuracy, his iiftresligation of this case is the moat discre¬ 
ditable, He is shown to have omitted to take evidence the most obvious 
and the most easily accessible; to have in one instance kept back from 
Government a'document which would have directed (heir altenlion to 
such evidence; and to have misstated the testimony of the witness wliose 
statement was tb^ only proof of the authenticity of th e principal document 
in the case, representing him to have said that the termination of that 
document “is to the best of his belief in the handwriting of Sudashew 
Mankeshwur, the Peshwa’s Minister,*^ when in the translation of his 
deposition, furnished by Mr. Brown himself, he is ojily made lo say .hat 
the writing “appears like Sudashew Mankeshwur’a writing, but 1 ^.an- 
not state to a certainly that it is his.” Captain Cowper has clearly 
proved that the document cannot have been written by Biidashcw 
Mankeshwur, or by his orders, and all the circumsianccs i.onnccted 
with the case show it to be a forgery. Not was Mr. Warden’s conduct 
much'less careless, for in 1S42 he represented that Saojee had no son, 
and in 1344 he entered Mankojoc iu the lists as Saojee’a son* 

7* We authorise you, as you propose, to cancel the grant of the pen¬ 
sion {of which, fortunately, no payments had been made),* and to strike 
out the name of Mankojee from the list of privileged Sirdars* 

8, Subsequent informalion communicated to Captain Cowper by the 
Political Agent in the Southern Muratha Country, from the Moodholc 
accounts, shows that the late Chief of Moodholc, who was of the Nim- 
balkur family, disbursed a sum of nearly Its. G,000 through a banker at 
Poona to obtain the recognition of Mankojee as succesHOr lo Baojee Rao 
Nimbalkur. In what way this money was expended docs not appear, 
but it is to be feared that a part of it reached some servant or servants of 
the British Government. We entirely concur in the commendation you 
have bestowed on Captain Cowper for the ability and iical with which 
be traced out the very intricate facts of this case, and exposed the gross 
and inexcusable oversights of Mr, Warden and Mr. Brown. 
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No* 580 Df 1855* 


Political Departmtsst. 


From Captain T* A. Cowpeb, 

Inam Commissioner Northern Division, 

I 

To H* L. Anderson, 

Secretary to Government, Bombay* 


Dated FoonUf ^}st May 1855* 

Sir,— In connection ivith my report No* 462, dated the 30th ultimo, the 
transfer of which to the Political Department for disposal has been intimated 
in the Resolution No* 2206, passed in the Revenue Department on the 25tli 
instant, 1 have the honour to state that the Surinjam entered in the revised 
lists in the name of Ramchunder Rao Nimbalkur, as No* 23 of Class II., 
pear£ to have been originally continued, and to be now held through .itjss 
fraud* 

2. This Surinjam was entered in Mr* Elphinstone^s lists in the name of 
Gumajee Nimbalkur, who was supposed to have held it at the breaking out 
of the war with the Peshwa. 

3* Gumajee died one or two years after the conquest of the country, and 
the Surinjam is entered, in the register submitted by Mr, Chaplin to Govern¬ 
ment on the 28th October 1822, as having been actually restored to Gumajee s 
son Ramchunder* 

4* During the several inquiries regarding the holdings of this family whicti 
have from time to time been made, and latterly when the revised lists were 
framed, the said Ramchunder has incorrectly been described in communications 
from nearly every member of the several branches of the family, to the Collec¬ 
tors and to the Agent for Sirdars^ as the son of Gumajee* 

5* It now, however, turns out that Ramchunder is the son, not of Guma- 
jee, but of Gumajee's brother, Sidhojee* 

6* In a statement lately recorded before me of the claim of this family to 
hold in Inam the village of Wurganm, in the Poona Coliectorate, Ramchunder 
is described os the joii of Sidhojee, adopted by Gufhajee* 

7, Evcjy effort was made by the &mily to avoid recording their claims to 
the village of Wurgaum, although half of it having been under attachment since 
and coAfiequent«pn the death of Saojee Rao Nimbalkur some years ago, they 
would, had there been nothing to conceal, have been naturally anxious to 
produce all the evidence in their posaeseion, and thus to obtain a speedy 
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decisiQR. Instead of th I a, however, they evaded altogether the call made upon 
them, unt!h under the provislona Off Act XL of 1852, I required the Collector 
to attach the other half of Che village, pending their appearance, 

8, When they did at length record their claima, the alleged adoption of 
Kamchunder by Gumajee did not attract my attention, as 1 was not then 
aware of the clrcumetances connected w ith the Surtnjam held by Hamehun- 
der* Indeed, I was ignorant of them as late as the date of my report, No* 4G2, 
on the alleged adoption by the late Saojee Hao, and it la only very lately that 
further inquiries which I have been making in this latter case have led to tho 
discovery of the circumstances now submitted for the considcraliorL and orders 
of Government 

9. There is reason to suppose that Ramchunder was never even adopted 
by Gumajee* The case as it now has been stated to me stands thus: Gu- 
majee came forward at the introduction of the British rule and represented 
himself as having held up to the war the Surinjam which was then entered in 
his name in Mr* Elphinstone^s lists; but it is doubtIUl whether it was thus held, 
though I need not attempt to discuss this question, as it cannot affect 
the circumstances under which the family afterwards got possession of the 
Surinjam* Before the completion of Mr* Elphinstone’s arrangementa, however, 
Gumajee died in Poona very suddenly, of cholera, leaving no male issue; and 
it was then that, to prevent the lapse of the Surinjam, Hamchunder was falsely 
described to Mr* Chaplin as Gumajae^s son, and that the Surinjam was 
restored to him as such, 

10, Under the eircumstancci described in paragraphs 43 to 45 of my 
report No* 462, of the 30tli ultimo, it seems more than probable that every 
effort will be mode to evade further inquiry, and that the parties whose evi¬ 
dence is required will continue purposely to absent themselves* 1 can only, 
therefore, recommend that the Surinjam should be at once attached, and that 
1 should be authorised to intimate to the family that, in the event of their 
not appearing before me within two months, or within such other period as 
Government may deem proper to fix, that attachment will become a finsi 
resumption* 

11. It is proper that I should state, with reference to my former report. 
No, 462, of the 30th ultimo, that the further inquiries 1 have made sub^ 
sequently to its submittal have saBsAed me that there has been conspiracy and 
fraud of the grossest description, though 1 greatly fear that it will not be in 
my power to obtain legal proof. Should it turn out otherwise, 1 shall at once 
suggest such further measures as may then seem to he called {in'; but Govern¬ 
ment will, I apprehend, ogi^ with me in considering an unsuccessful prosecu* 
tion in this and in elmilar coses calculated to do much more mischief than no 
cHminal prosecution at all* 

[ have the honour to be, 

(Signed) T. A* Cowfbe, Captain, 

Inam Commissioner Northern Division. 
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No- 2864 OP 1855* 


To Captain T. A- CowpASt v, 

InauL Cotamisflioner Northern 


POLltlOAL DeFARTVENT. 

Di^iflion* 


Sir,— i am directed by tha Eight Honorable the Governor in Council to 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter No- 580^ dated the 3Ut May last, 
reporting that the Surinjam entered in the revised liete of 1847 as No. 23 of 
CJas4 IL, in the name of Ramchnnder Eao Nimbalkur, is apparently held 
by fiaud, 

2. In reply, I am desired to inform you that, under this report, the Right 
Honorable the Governor in Council has rcBolved that the Surjnjam in 
question shall be placed under attachment, pending an inquiry into the cir* 
cumstances stated by you, and that orders have been, issued to the Collector 
of Poona to give effect to this resolution¬ 
s' The Right Honorable the Governor in Council requests that you will 
warn Ramchnnder Rao Nimbalkur that if he fail to attend before yon j^er- 
Bonally, or by aa authorised agent, within the pericxi of three months from his 
receipt of such warning, with any proofs he may possess in support of his 
right to this Suriiijam, it will he resumed by Govemment- 

*■ T have the honour to he, i:c. 

(Signed) H- L, AnDsnsnir, 

Bombay CWt/e, i3/A July 1855. Secretary to Govemuent, 


No. 1047 OF 1855- 

PoLITICAf^ DePARTME^TT. 

From Captain T- A. Cowper, 

In am CommissLoner Northern Division, 

To il. L. ARDERaON, Esq^, 

Secretary to Government, Bombay. 

Baled Poonaj 2nd October 1855, 

Sir,—T he instructiona received in paragraph 3 of your letter No. 2864, of 
ilie 13th July last, having been communicated to Eamchunder Rao Nimhalkur 
on the 27th of the same month, he has applied for an extension of one month, 
to enable him to reach Poona from Baroda, where he now is* 

2- Should no objections of which I am unajvare occur to Government, I 
would request permission to inform him that hia request has been granted, 
and that^ie will be expected to record his claims by the 27th November next- 

1 have the honour to be, &c* 

(Signcul) T. A, Cowper, Ciiptuiii, 

Inum Cummisbiouer NoitJicrn Division, 
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jFrom T. A. Cowpeh, Itiam CammtmiMier JVorthern Diifiiimtf 

No. 1047 ^ of 2ttd Oclober 1855 « 

r 

Itecomraending for an application from Hamchunder Rao Nimbal- 

kur to be allowed an eKteosion of one month of the period within which be 
iias been required to reoortl hie claim to the Surlnjam entered in the recked 
lists as rfo. 23 of Class IL 


No* 4208 or 1855, 


Political Dbparxmeht* 


From H. L. Aki>erson, Eeq*, 

Secretary to Government, Bombay, 

To Captain T. A. Cow^peh, 

Inam Commissioner Northern Division. 


J?atecl llfA October 1855* 

Sm,—In reply to your letter No* 1047, dated the 2nd instant, I am directed 
to inform you that the Right Honorable the Governor in Council has no 
objection to Ram Rao NImbalkur being allowed an extension by one month 
of the time within which ho is required to record Jiis claim to the Surinjam 
entered in the revised lists 08 No. 23 of Class 11* 


1 have the honour to be, &c. 


Casiie, I ] tA October 1855, 


(Signed) II. L. Af^uEnsoii, 

Seerctojy to Government. 


No. 1313 OP 1855. 


Political Department* 


I'lom Captain T* A. Cow per, 

Inam Commisaloner Northern Division, 


To II* L, Anderson, Eaq., 

Secretary to Government, Bombay* 


^ Dated Poona, A DecemScr 1855* 

Sir,—I n my letter No. 580, of the Slst May last, I submitted for the con¬ 
sideration of Government circumstances showing the Surinjam entered rn the 
revised lists iu the name of Ramchunder Rao NImbalkur, as,No* 23 oi'Class 
ll., ill all probability to have been continued at the intioductlon of the British 
rule, and to be a till held through gross baud* 
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ij. In pni-agraph 10 of Ihe Bftme report I explained my reasons for believ¬ 
ing thalt every effort would be made to evade further inquiiy^ and that the 
evidence required would be purposely withheld. 1^ tlierefbre, recommended 
the attaelfhaent of the Sarinjam, and that the holder should be warned, that 
in the event of hta not appearing before me within a specified period, it would 
be finally reaumed. ■ 

3. In your letter No* 2364, of the 13th July following, I was informed 
that Government authorised the above suggestions being acted upon, the 
period allowed being fixed at three months. 

4, In my letter No, l(t47, of the 2nd October following, I submitted for 

the orders of Government an application from the holder of the Surinjam for 
an extension of one month, to enable him to reach Poona from Baroda, where 
he then was* * 

5, Government, in your letter No* 4268, of the 11th idem, allowed tlie 
extension required. 

6. The period of four months thus allowed expired on the 27th ultimo, on 
whioir day Itamchunder Rao Nimbalkur^s authorised agent, Hugboonath 
Huree Chandorekur, pi’esented himself before me, but intimated his inability 
to furnish the information required, owing to the absence of documents said 
to be at a village some distance from Poona, and to obtain which he asked 
for a further postponement of three days. This I granted, informing him, how* 
ever, that his being even at tiial late dale unprepared appeared to mo most 
tinsatisfactoiy* ■ 

7* Tlie agent, at tlie expiration of the three days allowed, instead of 
appearing, as he had engaged to do, sent a letter stating his inability to 
attend at aU, owing to his employment in the Collector's Office, and request¬ 
ing ilie further postponement of the inquiry until he should write to Hamchunder 
llao Nimhalkur at Baroda, and obtain from him nuthorityi for some other 
person to act on his behalf* 

8. The evasion and falsehood of the whole of this proceeding are sufficiently 
obvious; but I must add that Kamchunder Rao, when asking for the exten¬ 
sion of one month applied for in my letter referred to in paragi'aph 4, did so 
with the expressly stated object of being able himself to travel from Baroda 
to Poona without the inconvenience attending a journey during the rainy 
season. This there now seems every reason for believing to have been a 
statement Intended merely to deceive. 

9. This is one of the innumerable cases in which fidsehoods of every de- 
ecriptionare put forth to retard and prevent that inquiry by this Commission, 
which the holders of alienated revenue irapropeidy or fraudulently obtained 
well know^ will result in detection and exposure. This delay is in itself no 
alight evil; but tt harmless compared to the use which is almost invariably 
made fif it to tgmpt, and of course often successfully, any and every subordi* 
nate of the department to betray their trust, and ^quentJy even to do that 
which, detected, would ensure their criminal prosecution. 
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IOp Under all the clrc^at^noes now submitted, I can have no besitatioa * 
whatever m strongly recommeudiDg Qovemment io declare this Surmjam 
finally resumed. 

11. Should Government concur m this recommendation, the case might, 1 
think, with great advantage be made generally known, for the radical evil to 
which 1 have just referred is certainly not confined to any one branch of the 
public service* 

I have the honour to be, kc. 

(Signed) T, A, Cowper, Captain, 

Inam Commissioner Northern Division. 


Captain T. Cowpkr, Inam CommUsioner Northern DimsioUj 
No^ 1313, of the Sth December 1855. 

Submitting for the consideration of Government circumstances which appear 
to render necessary the resumption of the Surinjam enteicd in the revised lists, 
aa No. 23 of Class IL, in the name of Ramchunder Rao Nlmbalkur. 


No. 295 OF 185G. 


PouTtCAL Department. 


From 11. L. Anderson, Esq., 

^ Secretary to Government, 

To Captain T. A. Cowfer, 

Inam Commissioner Northern Division* 


Dated 30iA Jantuiry 1856. 

Sir,— 1 am directed by the Right Honorable the Governor in Coimcrl to 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 1313, dated the Gth ultimo, relative 
to the Surinjam entered in the revised lists, as No, 23 of Class II., in the name 
of liamchunder Rao Nimbalkur. 

2. In reply, I am instructed to state that His Lordship in Council entirely 
concurs in the justice of the observations submitted by you, and considers that 
no further delay in this case should be permitted. Every consideration has 
been exhibited towards the claimant, and every subterfuge by which a decniou 
would be delayed has been attempted by him. 

3, The Right Honorable the Governor in Council has, accordingly, resolved 
finally to testiine the Surinjam of Kamgbuilder Rao Nimbalkur, and, in 
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[lurfiuancc of this resolution^ the necessary instructions have tlib day been 
ifiBUed fb the Collector of Poona. 

4. Lastly^ I am desired to request that, in conformity with your suggest 
tLOHj you Vrill be good enough to make known as extensively as possible 
the grounds on which GoTernment has been induced to come to the above 
decision, with the view of preveuting similar conduct on the part of other 
parties. 

1 have ihe honour to be, &c. 

(Signed) H. L. And£rso>t, 

Secretary to Governioent, 

li&mhay CastlCf 30iA J^ttary I ft56. 
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No. OP 1854. 

From Captain T* A* Cowpeh, 

Assktant Jnam Cotntnbalonerf 

* 

To C, J, Manson, Esq., 

Inam Commisaioner. 

Dattd Deog'hur, Poona DiUriUs, ISiA March 1854. 

8jn^- -I have tlic honour, under the in^trueticna noted in the margin, to 

GovermncntOrder in the a report upon ih# claim preferred by Ma- 

Folicicai Dcpaitmcut, No* homed Essub Khan Vulud Mahomed Abdool 

endAccoiupanimeatSj Kadur Khan, to tlic sum of H&. 5,8Ofi*0"6 deduct- 

Kceived with the Inam gj from arrears duo to him on acconni of a 
Commiasjoiier a letter > o* . . , * ^ , 

ofthellthidcra,ftnd pension granted^on the resumption of ma lato 

liere^vith returned. fatlier^s Surinjam* 

2. The claimant also requests that the village (Maloonjeh, in the 
Newasseh Talooka of the Ahmedtiuggtir Collectorate)'which his father 
is supposed to have unauthorisedly held for thirteen years, from 1819 to 
1831,* and the revenue of which during the period <^f such supposed 
unauthorised holding has, consequently, now been deducted from tho 
pension granted to the son, may be considered as one properly held in 
Surinjam, and may be taken into the calculation according to which his 
(claimant’s) pension, amounting to half the net proceeds of iho lapsed 
Surinjam, is by the Surinjam Rules promulgated in the Honorable 
Court's despatch No. 17, of the Sibth October 1S42, payable. 

3* The village of Mabonjeh was granted to Mahomed Abdool Kadiir 
on the autliorily of the following letter to tiie Deccan Commissioner, 
Mr* Chaplin, from Mr* Elphinstonc, then Governor of Bombay. The 
letter is not dated, but Is in Mr, Elphinstonc’a own handwriting:— 

^‘Kadur Saheb (the Moonshee's sou) insists on a letter. He Is a 

good 'Mow,! his father, who is less was useful during our 

* ^iBf^nph Agent’s letter No. 506, ofthefth November 1350, to ilic CulIocCor of 
Ahmed iiuggur. 

t The Utters in Italics Are destroyed ia the orlgiunL. 
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troubles before tlie war. They want a village, whieh they say is worth 
some small sum. I would give it if it were do great saerifioe, but 
not if it were otherwise ;—T should call Es, 1^200 a year a great 
sacrifice/^ 

4- On the back of this letter there is a rciuatk, Mr. Chaplinas 
handwriting I believe,—To be kept as a memomndum of the reason 
of the grant,*'«*and at the top of the sheet, on the face of lire letter, the 
words, ^^Malopnjeh, Purguna Newassch,” arc writterij also, I believe, 
in Mr. Chaplin's handwriting. 

5. Mr. Chaplin’s jnsUnctions were conveyed to the Collector of 
Ahmedfnuggur in a letter dated the 24th November 1319, below tran¬ 
scribed, the original being on the Collector’s records:— 

*^1 have the honour to request tlaat you will give over to Kadur 
Saheb, the son of Maliompd Huneef, the village of Maloonjeh, in the 
Purguna of Newasseh, provided the value of it is not worth more 
than Ks. 600. 

6* The issue of the order quoted in the last paragraph wag record¬ 
ed on the 4th Deeembeir following, in a diary (which is now forlh- 
coming) kept in the Native language by the Commissioner’s estab¬ 
lishment. 

7. Nearly two years after this, Goverunncnl determined to grant to 
Mahomed Abdool Kadur a Jaglwer of the annual value of Rs, 3,000, and 
to hia father Mahomed Huneef one of the annual value of Rs. 7,00tr,. 
the order to make the grant being issued to the Deccan Commissiorrer, 
Mr* Chaplin, in the Political Secretary's letter No. 112o, of the 23rd 
October 1821, below transcribed :— 

** Malipmcd^Hiincef, the Itloonshec of the Residency at Poona, having 
been deprived of the Jaghecr assigned to him in the Niaam^s territory 
by a late reduction in that prince’s expenses, the Honorable the 
Governor in Council has been pleased to grant him a dagheer yielding 
Rs, 10,000 per annum, viz. Rs. 7,000 per annum for liimself, and 
Rs. 3,000 for his son, Abdool Kadur Khati. 

*^2, You will be pleased to mate the grant accordingly^ to have 
effect from the dale when he lost his Jaghecr in the Nizam’s terri¬ 
tory. 

3. The lapid increase of the fund inlentled to be appropriated 
to rewards for meritorious Native servants, as exhibited in the state¬ 
ment accompanying your letter of the 20th of last month, renders such 
adegree of liberality ^uite disproportionate to the object: the' amount 
is, therefore, to be carried to the account of Government, thiK Ja- 
gheer and all similar grants being chargeable on the revenue of the 
Deccan.’^ * 
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’Hie following extract from a Minute (without date) by the thou 
Governor, Mr. Elphinatone, concurred m by the Members of his Coun¬ 
cil, expUini^ the grounds upon which the granrs to Mahomed Hiiueef 
and l 9 bis son were made :— 

** While settling the remnneraiioti to out adherents In the DeOcant 
1 purposely omitted Mahomed lluneef, the Moonshce of the Resi¬ 
dency at Poona. This person had been of great use, and had suffer¬ 
ed considerable losses, especially by the deslroclion of his property, 
and r believe his house at Poona, but he possessed an ample Jagheer, 
and the command of a body of horse in lire Ni^api^B service, obtained 
princi pally by ibe recom mcndation of Sir Barry Close ; and I obtained 
by the interposition of ,Mr! Russell that the Peshwa^s and Holkar’s 
possessions within the limits of his .Taghcer should likewise be made 
over to himhe therefore appeared to me to be most liberally pro¬ 
vided for. Bui in the course of a late roduclioii of expenses in Iho 
Ni:^am*s country, he has been deprived of tlie whole of his posses¬ 
sions, Mr, Metcalfe very ^ruly remarkmg that the British Government 
onglit to reward the claims of its o'wii depcndenlp, and not make them 
a charge on the Nizam* 

“ It is entirely out of the question to place Mahomed Huncef in 
“nuylhing like the situation from which he has thus fallen; indeed, if 
his allowance were to be fixed on thp same scale with other depend¬ 
ents of OUT Government, he could not claim nearly so great a reward 
as Ballajce Punt Nuthoo (the highest of our immediate adherents)* 
ft is, however, necessary to have some regard to his habits of life, 
and in that view I cannot propose less than Rs. 10,000 a year for 
him, or rather Rs. 7,000 for liimsclf, and Rs. 3,000 feyr his son, Abdool 
Kadur Khan* To meet this charge, which ought to have been 
included in the original burdens on the conquered teiritoriea, them 
13 a fund formed by Jaghcers which have fallen in to Government, 
and whicli I proposed in my report on the Deccan sbonld be entirely 
appropriated to rewards for meritorious Native servants* The rapid 
increase of that fund, amounting already to near Rs. 70,000 a year, 
renders such a degree of liberality quite disproportionate, and the 
bulk may be carried to the account of Government, but this sum 
should In the first case be charged on that fund,*^ 

9* The grant made to Mahomed Abdool Kadur consisted of the 
undermentioned villages in the Ahmednuggut Collectorate, a Sunud 
(dated The XOtb June 1922) for which Was granted, auJ a copy for- 
wai^cd to the Collector of Ahmednuggui with the Commissioner Mr* 
Chaplin’s letter of the 14lh July 1822* The grant made to Mahomed 
Huneef was recorded in the same Sunud. 
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In the Newasseh Talooka,— 
Movije Naigaum *, 

Ditto Ratnpoor . *.. 

Ditto Malowtiee 

Ditto SuDguiD.. 

Ditto Jafferstbad 


VaLtieJ at 

Hs* 1,004 13- 9 
617 12 0 
743 .6 3 

346 14 0 
387 2 0 


Total*. *.’Rs* 3,000 6 0 

10* It BecTYia clear that when issuing this Sunod the Comtnissionori 
Mr* Chaplin, must have overlooked the previous grant of Maloonjeb, 
which ought^ evidently, either to have formed a portion of the Jagheer 
granted by Government, or to have been renumed. It appears, how¬ 
ever, to have remained in Mahomed Ahdool Xadur^g possession; but 
there is nothing whatever to show that it so remained xmauthorisedly 
or through any misrepreacniatioa on his part ^ihc retention was 
owing, 4t appears, solely to the acts of the servants of Government* 

11, Mahomed Abdool Kadur is shown in the Surlnjam lists revised 
by Mr* Brown fNo. 5 of Clasa TV* column 20) to have died on the 30th 
September 1831, when the Surinjam granted to him appears, together 
with the village of Maloonjch, to have been resumed* 

12* The Surinjam was, consequently, not entered in the Hats pre* 
pared in 1834 by the Deputy Agent for Sirdars, Mr, Warden; on the 
revision of those lists in the same year by the Agent, Mr, Marriott; or 
in the lists framed by the Agent, Mr. Mills, in 1840* 

13* In the lists submiued to Government on the 29th December 
1844, by the Agent for Sirdars, Mr, Warden, this Surinjam was entered, 
as shown below, as No, 4 in CJaas IV. of Stirinjams ^‘resumed in con¬ 
formity to the orders of the Court of Directors, the heirs to the holdcrfi 
of which are entitled to pensions equal to half the net proeceda” ;— 


I • 

ai 


*5 * 

< 5 


Name of the 
Preeant 
ClaimaAt. 


.3 E 

I® 


Mbhomed 
Euub, and 
GooUm 
Hoosadn 
wtilnd Ab¬ 
dool Kadur* 


Nflmei of tliiti 
VillKg«s eom- 
prlain^ the 


EetimtLted 
Annnbil Va^ue 
of each VilLagAi 


lU* 

Maloonjch*. l,SSl 
Naigaum** 3,101 
Eampoor.. 1,103 

M^awdee* * 3,306 
Jaiferabad * 1,429 

*TotB].. 9,911 



1822 

1833 


yean. 
16 do. 


iS. 


i^-g ^ 

all I 
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14, In ihU list iKe village of Maloonjeh was, it will be observed, 
entered (^alumns G and T of extracts conlaiiled in the last paragraphias 
one of those composing the Surinjam granted to Mahomed Abdool 
Kadur in a, n* 1B32, whereas it (Maloonjeh) had been granted in 1SX9 
(see paragraph 5 of this letter) on no apeclGc tenure, and was not included 
at all in the Sunud for the Snrinjam granted in 1822: had that 
Sunud been looked at when the lists of 1844 were framed, the error 
regarding Maloonjeh must have at once become apparent. 

15. On {he revision of Mr, Warden^s lists by his successor, Mr. Brown, 
this Surinjain was entered as No* 5 of Class iV., as follows* 



3 -2 

S i 



An¬ 
nus] Vslue of 
Namcfl flf tlii Mcb VillsjfOj 
Villa^titi coiu-l ificr^bly tn 
tho ibe- CDlkcEor’ja 
Sjriujasn^ AleinQ- 

I rsjiditf 


Xaignnm .. 
lliim|n>nr.. 
SuiJ ^uin ., 
Malowdce ^ 
Jaf^'fimbad . 


Total. „ 8,52S 14 ] 
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16* It will be observed that in both the liste of 1844 and in thosq 
of m47 the estimated annual value of the Surinjatn was shown to bo 
Es. 8,539-14-1, or nearly three times the amo(int originally granted : why 
this entry was made in the revised lists I cannot nndergtand, as it 
ahowod, not the actual value of the holding, but the valuation (Tanka) 
which had been assigned to it many centuries previously under the 
Mah omedan Government, and this was stated in the 20th column, 
headed “ Eemarkfl,” of tho lists, in which the following entry is to be 
found 1 — 

The Collector states that the total amount ontered under column 
9 ia the Tuoka amount of the Surinjam.” 

17, The village of Maloonjeh was' oniitted in the rcivised lists, and 
the followingexplanaiLon atfordedin the30th column, of “Remarks’*:— 

“ This village was enjoyed by tbit? person without any right, con¬ 
sequently the revenue realized by him from the village up to his 
death sliould be deducted in the event of a pension being granted to 
his heirs,” 

18* This information, upon which the revenue of Maloonjeh from 
ISIS to 1831 has been deducted from the pension now granted, was 
furnisl\|d to the Agent for Sirdars by the Collector of Ahmednuggnr, 
w'hose records, however, contained Mr* Chaplin’s order of the 24th No¬ 
vember 1819, granting the village, a copy of which was lately obtained 
from the Collector’s Office by th^Agcnt, a* brought to the notice of 
(Government in the 3rd paragra" of hJs report No. 401, of the 30tli 
July last. 

19* The original letter from Mr. Elphinstone to Mr, Chaplin, quoted 
in my 3rd paragraph, has been found partially destroyed, and with 
other valuable documents in the same condition, among a number of 
papers which were lying loose in the Agent’s Office, until made over 
to me under the orders of Govcrnitient conveyed in the Chief Secre¬ 
tary’s letter No* 5306, of the 30lh November 1852. 

20. The amount of animal pension to be granted in this case was, 
according to the revised iists, Rs, 1,495* This, however, appears to have 
been incorrect, as the sum actually paid I find, from the Agent’s letter 
No. ^06, of the 6th November 1850, to be Rs* 1,076-9-Gi, 

21. In the revised lisle submitted on the 26ili October 1847, arrears 
are shown to be payable only up to the 29tli December 1844, w^hcreas 
th(?y appear from the Agent’s letter quoted in the last paragraph to have 
been paid up to September 1850, the laltor being, 1 apprehend, correct, 

33. But the amount of annual pension actually paid has been ascer¬ 
tained and fixed under circumstances which it seems to me most 
necessary to bring m the notice of Gove rum cat, aifording, as they do, a 
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remarkable illuairatiort of the advanlagea which will be realized under 
'the opeTalion of the ardera issued in the Chief Secietary^a letter No, G43, 
of the 6lh Feijrnary 1854^ 

23. When the calculation fixing the pension made by the Agent, 
the Collector of Ahmednuggur was requested to furnish accounts of the 
five vUlagea apecibed in paragraph 9 of this letter, which had composed 
the Surinjam for the ten years preceding Mahomed Abdool Kadur^s 
death on the 30lh September 1831* 

24. Accounts for the ten years preceding Mahomed Abdool Kadur’a 

death were not forthcoming,* and the Agent eventually calculated tins 
amount of pension from sach accounts as could be furniahed, and iu the 
case of Jafferabad from accounts of the Go^j^rnmcnit. 

25. The Koolkurnee of Malobujeh furnished no accounts of any sort 
for any period preceding Mahomed Abdool ICadur^a death, all these 
documents having, it was stated, been swept away by a dood out of a 
temple in which they had been placed. The amount which it was 
proposed to deduct on account of the supposed unauthorised holding 
of Maloonjeh was fixed from accounts for the ten years subsequent to 
Mahomed Abdool Kadur*s death. 

26. But three^fifths of even these accounts, from which the state¬ 
ments referred to in paragraph 24 of this letter, furmslied to the Age 
purported to have been framed, arc apparently not now in eYis^enct. as 
they arc not among the documents received from the Mamlutdar o! the 
district, who reports {No,4E?50, of the 3rd September 1353) having for¬ 
warded to me all the accounla of tlftisc villages which are forthcoming 
from his own records or from the Jiereditary district and villai^e office, 

27. I called for these accounts, because I found that in 184G state¬ 
ments had been framedl by the district ofTiccr, in whiclj the amounts 
dilfcrcd materially from those entered iu the statements last furniahed 
(referred to in paragraph 24 of this letter); and aa ir^moat cases the 
years purported to be the same. It seemed very desirable to aseertain 
whether such difference was attributable to error or to fraud. 

28- In thojcase of this Surinjam, Governmeut have sanctioned {Chief 
Secretary’a letter No. 46G7, of the 12th September 1850) the division of 
the pension due according to the Surinjam Rules to the second genera¬ 
tion from the com^uest,—^two-thirds to Mahomed Essub, the eldest son 
of the late Surinjamdar, and one-third to the younger son, Goolam Hoosi 
sein, I take this opportunity of soliciting information regarding the 
rules under which pensions are granted on the lapse of Surinjams, and 
whether, eicccptijig in special cases, such pensions arc cpntinuable only 

• Yftd f D. 62, of the 25t1i Junuoiy ISSO, from the Collector of Ahmedauggar to the Agent 
for Sirdars. 

t Forfl'anled to the A^^ent for Sirdhra from the Abmedmiggur Collector’! OJlIce^ with i YaJ 
No. 565, of the 6tb Octuher 1346. 

2v 
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during the lifetime oT the eldeat or If not| whether eech ahaire lapses 
&t the death of the eon in the, enjoyment of it. 

29, ItonlyremainB to submit an opinion upon the claims nowset forth. 
As regards the sura of Rs. 5,806'3-6 deducted under the supposition 
that the village of Maloonjeh had been improperly held by Mahomed 
Abdooi Kadur, I apprehend that it should be refunded to Me sone^ the 
present claimants, as it is clearly established (paragraphe S to 6 of this 
letter) that the village was formally made over to him under the orders 
of the Deccan Com mis alone at the desire of the Governor^ Mr, Elphin* 
atone. 

30. But should Government adopt my view of the case, the request 
that this village of Maloonjeh may be included in the Surinjam, half 

net proceeds of which the claimanis ai^e to receive in the shape of a 
pension, must be rejected; for although the village was undoubtedly 
made over by the British Government to Mahomed Abdooi Kadur, it 
seems tome equally clear that it was through oversight (paragraphs 7 to 
10 of this letter} alone that he was allowed to retain it, in addition to 
the handsomo provision made for him under the orders of Govcioment, 
three years after Maloonjeh had been granted to him* Should Govern¬ 
ment decide on lerundifig the amount deducted on account of Maloon¬ 
jeh, the family will have profited to a conaider^le amount by an over¬ 
sight, the pcrpcination of which they cannot surely with any degree 
of reason expect, much less claim. 

I have the honour to be, 

(Signed) T. A. Cowpeh, Captain, 
•Assistant Inam Commissioner* 


No. 3163. 

Dated 29f^ March 1654. 

Mr. LeGeyt is of opinion that the grant of Maloonjeh in 1319 was a 
grant “irrespective” of the one afterwards made in 1622. 

2* Captain Gowper, Assistant Inam Commissioner, considers that 
it was intended that the village should have been included in the grant 
of 1322, or else resumed when that grant was made. (See letter 
No. 147, dated 18th March 1854, herewith forwarded*) 

3. Mr. Warden, in 1644, apparently placed the same interpretation 
on the early proceedingSj as he entered the village in the ^vised lists 
a& part t>f the grant u/1822,—^an error, however, which Captain,powper 
points out in paragraph 14, as it is clear that MaloJinjeh was given 
in 1819. 
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4. Mr. Brown, in 1847, stated that Maloonjeh was enjoyed “without 
any rigljt^’ at all| and deducted Rs^ 5j9(J6-8'6 from the pension iu 
consequence. 

5. The Inara Cotnmiesioner bega to state that he concurs with Mr, 
LeGcyl in regarding this grant as one “ irrespective” of the gran! of 
1822* The grant of 1822 is designated a “ Jagheer” or Sunnjam grant, 
made as a provision to the Moonshee/or his great lerufce,!, and as com* 
pensation for his serious losses^ svrjfcred after 1819, in the Nizam’s 
country* 

6. But the grant of I8l9 waa made to the Moonshee’s son on very 
different grounds 

“ Kadur Saheb {the Moonshee'a son) insists on a letter* He is a 

good fellow, and bis father, ^whols less so, was useful during our 

troubles before the war/^ 

So Mr. Elphinstone, who well knew at the time of the grant that the 
Moonshee liimaelf was most liberally provided for in the Nizam's coua- 
try, gave the village to the Moonshee’s son partly because he was a 
“ good fellow.^* 

7. When, as above stated, the Moonsliee lost his possessions in the 
Nizam’s territory, Mr* ^Iphinstone, in 1823, gave Am a Jagheer of. 
Rs. 10,000, of which the son was to have Rs. 3,000* No allusion v'aa 
made to Maloonjch, and Iherefcre the Inam Commissioner thinks that 
there 13 not sufficient evidence to declare that it was the Intcntiiim of 
Government to include Maloonjch in the grant of Rb. 3,000. Ho re¬ 
gards the grant of MaLoonjeh siitiply as a gift or “Buksheesh’^ made to 
the Mootislice’s son, and not a Surinjam grant* 

8* With these views he arrives, though upon different grounds, at 
the same conclusion as his Assistant, Captain Cowper, in^lic two clos¬ 
ing paragraphs of his report. The sum of Rs. 5,900-j^G should, he 
submits, be refunded to Kadur Sabeb’s sons, and Maloonjch should be 
regarded as a lapse to the British Govern merit, and shonicbform no part 
of the oaleulalion in determining the pension on account of the Surinjam^ 

9. In paragraphs 16 to 21 certain inaccuracies are brought to light, 
and in paragraphs 23 to 27 Captain Cowper notices the unBallsfactory 
basis upon which the calculation of the value of the pension has been 
made, and showi^ how advantageously the Government order No. 642, 
of 6th Fej^ruary 1854, is likely to operate. 

10. The decision of Government is solieijed on the subject of 
paragraph 38* 

(Signed) 0. J* MANSoif, 

Inam Commissioner. 
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No. 2177 OF 1855,, 


Political Department. 


To R. Keay&* Esq,} 

Agent for Sirdars iti the Dcccan. 


SiH,-—I am directatl by the Eight Honorable the Governor in Council 
lo acknowledge the receipt of Mr. IjcGeyt’s report No. 401, dated the 
30lh July 1353, upon a petition from Mahomed Esgub Khan wu- 
Jud Mahomed Abclool Kadur Khan, claiming the sum of Ha. 5,806-S-6, 
deducted from arrears due to him on account of a pension granted on 
the resumption of his laic faihcr*s Surinjam. 

2. In reply, I an deaired to transmit foj your information and guid¬ 
ance copy of a Resolution paaacd by Government in this case, under 
date the 30th March last, wilLi transcripts of the documents therein 
alluded to, being a report No, 3103, dated the 29lh March 1854, from 
Mr, Manson, then Sole Inam Commiasioncr, and its enclosed commu- 
uicatjon from Captain Cowper, of the ISth of the same month. 

I have the honour to be, &c, 
(Signe^ n. L. Anderson^ 

Bombay Casthf 2nd June 1855, Secretary to Government. 


Resolution passed by GovemTnent on the 20th March 1855. 

Resolved,— ^Mahomed Kuncef, the grandfather of the claimants of 
the pension,!, exhibited in No. 5 of Claas IV, of Mr, Brownes revised 
lists, was Mo^shce in the Poona Kesidency from ihc year 1802 to the 
conquest of the Deccan, 

2. He hold a Jagheci in the Nizam's country, of which he was de¬ 
prived in consequence of certain arrangernents concluded between the 
British Government and the Court of Hyderabad. The Honorable Mr, 
Elphinstono in 1821 granted to him a Jagheer of Rs. 7,000, and to his 
eon Abdoot Kadm a Jagheer of He. 3,000 per annum, as a compensation 
for the loss of the Jagheer in the Nizamis country, 

3. Before this grant of .lagbeers, Mr. Elphinstone had requested Mr. 
Chaplin to give to Ahtdool Kadur a village of small value, fecause be 
was good fclLpw/’ and because his fatEier (Mahomed Huneef) had 
performed useful aervicei^ to the State, Mr. Chapbn, in accordance 
with these instructions, directed the Collector of AhmcdnuggurJn 1819 
to give over to Mahomed Abdool Kadur the village of iVTaloonjeh. 

4. It will thus be seen that Abdool Kadur obtained two grants,—Iff, 
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in 1SI9 the village of Maioonjeh ; %7td, in 1821 a Jagheer of S'^DOO 
per annum, » 

5. He d'ed in 1831, and the Jagbecr and village weicTesumed. In 
the lislis of 1844, prepared by Mr* Warden^ hia sona were entered for a 
peDHion et^nal to half the value of the net proceeda of the Jagheer, in 
which the village of Maloonjeh wtzs inelt^ded^ as pari of ihe graot of 1821, 
whereas it was a separate and diBliuct grant of 1819* 

6* This error was corrected in Mr* Brownes lists, which, howeVer, coti* 
lained certain other errors relative to the value of the graut, vVe, which 
also appeared in Mr, Warden^s lists, hut which are not mate rial to the 
present discussion* But a question was raised by Mr, Brown as to 
whether the village of Maloonjoh had not been wrongfully held by 
Abdool Kadur in addition!to Ihe Jagheer, and accordingly the amount 
received during thirteen years from Ibe village was deducted from the 
arrears of pension due to his sons from the date of their falber’e 
death. 

7, It should here be observed that Abdool Kadur left two sonsj one, 
Mahomed Essub, by his first wifo, the other, Goolam Hoosscin, by a 
woman whose marriage by Nika was impugned in 1832, and was long 
under discussion. The Government in ISoO approved of an nmicable 
arrangement, by whifh two-thirds of the pension was taken by Maho¬ 
med Easub, and the remaining third by bis brotber* 

8. Tbc questions now presented to G-overnmeiit, in consequence of 
u petition from Mabomed Essub, arc,^ 

1st .—Should the sum of Ra. 5,30(5, the amount drawn by Abdooi 
Kadur from the village of Maloonjeh, have been deducted from tlio 
amount of arrears of pension which was due to Abdool Kadur^s sons? 

—Should the village of Maloonjeh have bcea taken into the 
accounts in calculating the amount of pension due to Abdooi Ka* 
dur’ssons? 

The Right Honorable the Governor in Council has no doubt 
whatever that Mr+ Brown^a view on tbc first question was not correct. 
Thai gentlaman considered it was Intended that Maloonjeh should form 
a part of the Jagheer of Bs. 3,000 granted in 1B21, and that, therefore, 
4he revenues of the village, being in excess of the annual sum ofRs. 3,000, 
sbou^be refunded. Captain Cowper considers that no fraud or conceal¬ 
ment wa^ contemplated by Abdool Kadur, but tliat an error or omission 
was made by Mr. Chaplin* The Right llonorable the Governor in 
CnuQcif does notexactly concur in this view. He observes that Maloon- 
jeli,waa granted to Abdool Kadur when the family possessed a large 
Jagheer. rffe considers, therefore, it would not be reasonable to conclude 
it was intended to take that village away when the family, deprived of 
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th« large Jagbeer, was receiving a small one instead.'* He baa na donbf 
whatever that the village was granted irrespective of the Jagbecr, which 
is also the opinion of Mr. LeGeyt^ the Agent for Sirdars, and Mr. Maoson, 
the Inam CommUsloner. He therefore considers that the amount of 
revecaes drawn by Abdool Kadur from Maloonjeh was wrongfully sub¬ 
tracted from the arrears of the pension due to the sons, and is pleased to 
direct the repayment of the same. 

10* The second queefion raised by Mahomed Sssub is whether, in 
granting a pension equivalent to a jnoiety of the net proceeds of his faiher^s 
Surinjam, the village of Maloonjeh should not be taken into account, 
and a sum equal to half of its net revenues granted. The Eight Honor¬ 
able the Governor in Council is clearly of opinion that this claim is 
inadmissible. The village was a mete BqksbcesK^’ or gift to AbdooL 
Kadur, because he was a good fellow,’^ whose father bad done good 
Berviee. This point is put very clearly by Mr, Manson, and the Right 
Honorable the Governor in Council has no doubt whatever that the 
Rules iclating to the grant of pensions on the resumption of Surinjatns 
do not apply to a grant of thig nature, and that, tberefore, Maloonjeh 
should not be admitted into the accoUDt when the amount of pension 
in lieu of the Surinjam is determined, 

11, With reference to the facts stated in paragraphs 16 to 20 of 
Captain Cowper’s report, the Agent for Sirdars should be instructed to 
adjust the amount of the pension assigned, by taking the average of the 
three years subsequent to October 1350 (when the pension was finally 
assigned), as provided in the Government letter No, 642, of the 6tb 
February 1354, 

12, In big 28lh paragraph Captain Cow'per alludes to the Govern¬ 
ment letter O'f the 12th September 1850, in which ihe payment of two- 
thirds of the pension to Mahomed Bssub, and of one*third to Goolam 
Hooasein, was sanctioned. The Right Honorable the Governor in 
Council is inclined lo the opinion that it would have been better if 
Government had* refrained from any interference with the dispute ; had 
paid the pension lo the eldest son; and bad left the younger son to 
establish his legitimacy, and his consequent claim to a provision from 
his elder brother, in a court of law. But as the letter of September 1850 
may in some manner be regarded as a guarantee to Goolam Hoosscin, 
the Right Honorable the Governor in Council will not disturb the 
arrangement formerly made. In rutUTe, however, he coasidethat, 
except in special cases, pensiona granted on the lapse of SariDjams 
should be continued only during the Lifetime of the eldest soi^ of the 
last Surinjamdar, 

* To mAkc tbe TilUgc fonn a pirt of the JaghcCT of lU, 3,000 would be equivalent ta takin;^ 
it 4way, 
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* 

Bxtrait Paragraphs 72, 73, and 16 from a Despatch from the Honorable 

the Court of DirectorSf dated the 12th December^ No, 21 of 1S56. 

* 


Para* 72* It is now clearly proved that Mahomed Abdool Kadur Khan 
CI.i« of M.Wd Maloonjeh under a valid grant 


from Mr* Chaplin, authorised by Mr, Elpliiastone, 
and not, aa waa supposed, without title ; and the 
proceeds, therefore, ought not to have been 
ducted from the arrears of pension due to the 
son* The name of the Collector of Ahmednug- 
gut wl^o furniahed the incorrect inforniatian 
(although his own records*contained Mr, Chaplin’s order) should have 
been stated. 


nib Khun to the sum of 
3ls, deducted 

from mreart due to hioi on 
Recount of a pension grant-^ 
ed on the lupte of the Su- 
f ituam held by his deceuBed 
father, hfahomed Abdool 
Kadut Khan* 


73. You have very properly ordered the payment of the amount 
erroneously withheld* But the claim of Mahomed Essub Khan to have 
the revenues of Maloonjeh taken into account iti calculating the half 
proceeds for his pension was, as you considered it to be, inadmissiblet 
Maloonjeh being no Surinjam, but a personal gift to the individual* 

75. The pension {by the Surinjam Rules) should have been granted 
to -the eldest son only; therefore the Government in 1350 shou^ 1 not 
have required the assignment of a third of the amount to his y^ unger 
brother, and should have declared that the whole pension would lapse 
on the death of the elder. We shall not, however, now object to 
the continuance of the two portions as separate life pensions to 
brothers. 
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No. 9^9 OF 1855, 

Political DjsrAHTMiiNT. 

From Captain T. A. CowtEnJ 

Inatn Commissioner Northern Division, 

To H. L, Anbersoh, Esq,, , 

Secretary to Governincnti Bombay. 

X)akd Poona^ 19(A August lN55. 

Sir,—I have tlie bon an r to report upon the Surinjam entered aa No. 4 of 
List 4, in the name of Narayeti Rao Balkrishna Kannday, in tbo revised Hsta. 
snbmiiled to Government by the Agent for Sirdars, Mr, Brown, on the '.Jith 
October 1847* 

2. The &taCement prepared by Mr. Elphin stone's Secretary, Mr, Me Don¬ 
nell, contained the following entry, No. 4 in the Class of Silledars i-- 

** No. 4.—Baltrishna Gungadhur.—Exd. 

“ Jaoheer. 

**Konhiin. * 

Mouje Kotlook, Turuf Vellum, Talooka Anjunwell * *Rs. 867 12 0 
Mouje Khanow, Turuf Tullojce, Taboka Neerul 4..* 700 0 0 

Total.Ra. 1,567 12 0 

** 4. The Silledar'e Blatement and the DuHur account agree to a fraction. 
By tlie accounts from the district the collection from Kotlook amounts to 
Hs, 889; the other village went in the cession of 1817, siace which he has 
not enjoyed it.” 

3. In the Surinjam lists sent by Mr. Elphinstoae on the 25th October 
1819 to the ^Supreme Govertunent, the Surinjam of Balkrishna Gungadhur 

. yaa entereikas shown below. It consisted of one village, Kotlook; the otiier, 
Khanow^ describe^ by Mr* McDonnell as having gone '*in the cession of 
1817, since which he has not enjoyed it,” was excluded. 
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»4* In coDsidoration, however^ ofthe of Khanow haring, though 

not enjoyed at the breaking out of the war, been held till the cession took 
place in June 1817, Balkri^hna Gungadhur was granted a pension, the entry 
of which in the “miscellaneous"' list of pensions granted by Mr. Elph instone, 
which Ills successor, Mr. Chaplin, subsequently furnished, is below extracted :— 


In thfr 


] fJiBalkiiahua Gun- 
godhur* 


, Persoiw hj Tvliom tha 
Annual pcuHtflnii hive (uttnully Amwal 
Amount. boen p-anted. Amount, 




Glinted In l»q of a In 

t 1 i<i KtinkiiEi, which he held 
111 p«fsonal Ja^hoer Ull It 
erw (Mded by the Treaty of 
Poona. 


6* It is of importance to note that this peuf^ion waa not entered—where all 
pensions granted in lieu of Surinjams resumed by the Britisli Government were 
entered—in Mr. Elpbinatone’s lists. 

6, In a letter dated the 8tli July 1831, the Collector of Poona reported the 
deatlii on the 6th of the preceding month, of Balkrishna Gungadhur Kanuday; 
and in their Chief Secretary's letter No. 2692 of the 6th August following. 
Government ordered the resumption of the Surinjam, consisting of the village 
Kotlook; the pension of Rs. 700 per annum was also dii&continued. 

7, Under tlie foregoing circumstances, the Surinjam was not shown in any 
of the lists fratned in the office of the Agent for Sirdars between 1831 and 
1844, in which latter year it was entered as follows m the lista prepared by 
the Agent, Mr. Warden, and submitted by him to Government en the 29th 
December* Not only, however, was the village of Kotlook entered; hut the 
otlier village, which had not been held at all, was aliw included, and the Su- 
rinjam was shown to have consisted of bolh them^ 
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Mr* Wardcn^s lists were returned for revision to hia euccessor^ Mr. 
Brown, with the Chief Secretary's letter No. 1808 of the 9th May 194(3, in para. 
23 of which the following iusti uctions regarding this Suriujamwere issued :—^ 


“No. 2 of List 4.—Thia Surinjam is entered in the list aa being of the 
annual value of Us* 1,567-12-0, which corresponds with the amount men- 
tioned in ajist of Surinjams prepared by Mr* Chaplin in 1820, This Su^ 
rInjam is not entered in the lists jjrepared in 1B34 and 1940, No informa¬ 
tion can be traced on the records of Government in regard to when, and 
under what circumstancea, this Surinjam was resumed. Information is, 
therefore, requested upon the subject, and also as to bow many British 
grantees have held this grant/^ ^ 

9* I have not been able to discover tJie document described by Govern¬ 
ment as “ a list of Surinjama prepared by Mr* Chaplin in 1820/* in which the 
annual value of this Surinjam is entered at Ris. 1,567-12-0, which is, as 1 have 
explained in paragraph 2, the value of hath the Surinjam ajid the pension. In 
the register of Surinjams actually restored, which Mr* Chaplin submitted to 
Government on the 28th October 1822, the SurinjaTa is shown of the annual 
value of Ks* 867-12-0, being that assigned to the village of Kotlook in Mr* 
McDonnell^a meiaorandum* (See paragrajih 2 of this report.) 

10, Mr, Brown, in reply to the order quoted in paragraph B, informed 
Government (paragraph 36 of the Agent’s letter Na, 17S of the 26tb October 
] 847), wh^n submitting his revised lists,— 

The explanation required regarding No* 2 of List No* 4 of Mr, Wst- 
den^s revised list wilt be found in No* 4 of List No* 4 of my revised list," 

11. The entry in the revised Hstfi was as follows. 
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Amount of money paymont 
to laeE iucumbont In lieu ^pf 
the village ef JChanew, whi^.h 
went in the ceHton of a. 

I&l 7 l»P...|>llkll-l-.l-.F BPr 7 ^ni 0 


TeCaip.Ri. 1^4)0 G 11 

A moiety of thie eum hftp ho™ entered under 
ooluoLa' 16 fta tlie amount of pamioQ due to 
elalmftnt 

The arrean doe to olali^At, caJculftEed l&om 
the 5Lh August 10^1 u^to £th Augijet Jti4iQ^ 
being a perlDd of fifteen yeftre, ftt Hupeei 
70S-B-fi per aniiaia, amauota to Hupn 
lDja7fi-fi^,i ftem whleli deduil whiubI bI- 
Inwanoe of Bo. SW paid t# Ualkrialmk 
Gusgftdhur’B widow np to her demlae in 
October 1030^ and the haJanoo k Rupea 
$jD30-4-Gf and which euic haa been eotered 
uuder column No. IG h the amoutit of 
arreare due to claimant. 
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The date of oidgleal giv^t, tIx. Sulia 
Mjataira (A. d. IbOS), la t a k an fh>m a 
rccnrd in the Pcooft DuAur. 

The Chor Chlttee, or deed ef felBSBO, wsa 
granted In the noma of tlie ortginaJ graotsBj 
coniequeiiitly tho Eiurii^ftm woi enjoyed by 
One generation only. 
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* 12. This entry m the revised Ikta appears to have been incorrect in the 
following instances;— . * ^ ^ 

1 st .—The village of Khanow, which had never been held at all, having 
been, afi described by Mr. McDonnell (see paragraph 2 of this report) lost 
“ In the cession of 1817, since which he has not enjoyed it,” was shown 
(column 8) to have been held in Surinjam, and to have been (column 14) 
resumed by the British Government in a. n. 1831; and Mr- Eiphinstone^s 
recommendation regarding tlie one village (Kotlook) actually held was 
made to apply also (column ly) to the other, which had never been 
restored. * 

2nd .—In the column of '^Remarks” the pension ivas shown; but even 
supposing it to have been a pension a moiety of winch was properly conti- 
nuable, it should have been entered in the pension lists which the Agent 
submitted at the same time, and in which he did enter another precisely 
similar pension (reported on in the Inam Commissioner's letter Pfo. 924 of 
the 25th August 1865). 

13. Thb orders of the Honorable Court of Directors, accoi’ding a general 
sanction to the revised lists, w'ere communicated to the Agent for Sirdars in 
the Chief Secretary's letter No. 3471 of the 13ih August 1849. 

14. On the 10th October 1850 Narayeii Balkrishna miidc a petition to 
Government, requesting that orders might be issued for the speedy payment 
of the pension granted him. 

15. In reporting on tliia petition, the Assistant Agent informed Govern¬ 
ment on the 2Gth October 1850,— 

The Collector of Rutnagherry has been requested to forward to this 
department accounts of the villages comprising the Surinjam for ten years 
previous to the date of resumption, which took place in 1831. As soon as 
tliese accounts have been received the petitioner's case will be settled.” 

IG. I am not able to understand the foregoing explanation, because the 
information described in 1850 as required from the Collector of Rutnagherry 
was afforded in the .column of ** Remarks” of the revised lists framed tn 1847; 
at least, so it would appear from tiie entry quoted in paragraph 11 of this 
letter. 

17. On the 23rd January 1851, Government, in their Chief Secretary's 
letter No. 296, again drew the attention of the Ageut to this case. 

18. Government were m reply informed on the 3rd February 1851,-— 

“In the case of Narayen Balkrishna Kanuday, entered No. 4 in the 
revised Sufinjam List No. 4, the Collector of Rutnagher^ baa been request¬ 
ed by Mr. Hunter to forward the accounts of the Suri^jam villages, in 
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order to enable him to calculate the amount of pension to whifh that person 
is entitled. When these have been received the pension will be ttssigned 
to him,” 

19. li¥ hi# letter No, 145 of the 9th April 1851, the Agent for SirdarS} 
Mr, Brown, informed Governmentj— 

“ With reference to the third point contained in Mr. Keays" letter No, 52 
dated the 3Td February last, 1 liave the honour to report the death of Na- 
rayen Balkrishna Kanaday, without male issue, on the 20th ultimo.” 

20. Nothing more appears to have been done, and nothing seems to have 
been paid on account of the pension, althougli I am given to understand that 
Narayen Balkrishna has left a le^] representative (see paragraph 27 of this 
letter), to whom, in such casef all arrears justly due up to the date of Narayen 
Balkrishna’s deatli must, I apprehend, be payable. 

21. The amount of pension shown in the revised lists included otifi*htttf of 
that granted by Mr. Elphmstone to Balkrishua Gungadhur during his lifetime. 
No portion of this, however, is, I apprehend, continuable under any existing 
rule, as the pension was granted entirely as an act of grace, and not in lieu of, 
or in commutation for anything resumed by the British Government, 

22. Before concluding this rejwrt, 1 have to bring to notice the remarkable 
fact of Narayen Balkrishna Kanuday having, on the 23rd August 1849, —tliat 
is to say ten days after the Honorahle Courtis sanction to the Te^isod liats 
had been communicated to the Agent for Sirdai's (see paragraph i:i of this 
report),—executed in favour of one Vlttul Pandoorung Kawatkur, a resident of 
Poona, a document, herewith transmitted in original (marked A), binding 
himself to pay, in the event of his receiving a pension, one-half of the arrears, 
and a future annual supi amounting to one-eighth of the pension, to the said 
Vittul Paudoorung Kawutkur, w'ho was, in consideration thefeof, to make the 
necessary " Khutput ” 

23. The document passed by Narayen Balkrishna Kanuday, a traffsiation 
of which is annexed (marked B), recapitulates, it will be observed, the Ikct of 
his not having up to that date (the 23rd August 1849) heard anything regard¬ 
ing his prospect of obtaining a pension. 

24. Tlie arrears, according to the calculation made in the revised lists, had, 
when this bond was executed, reached the sum of ten thousand rupees^ so that 
half of this large amount, together with an annual pension of nearly Us. 100,i 
constituted the bonus to be paid for the obtainment not meraly of a pension 
the grant of which Vittul Pandcorung Kawuikur could by no legitimate 
means either expedite or retard, but of a pension specific eiders for the pay¬ 
ment of which had ten days previously reached Poona* 

25^ I have\een able tq ascertain the precise circumstances under which 
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UiLs BgrecDieiit was Qiifcde; they are detailed m two depobitionsi translations cif 
which, nmrked C and D, are annexed, and may be briefly described m 
follows^ 

26+ The person in whose favour the deed was drawn out was merely put 
forward to evade the necessity of entering the name of Bapoo Groomojee, who 
was in I'eality one of the principals in the transaction. He was at that 
time employed in the Poona Duftur, having held a aituation in the office of 
the Agent for Sirdara from the commenoenient of the British rule dll 1845 or 
thereabouts, when he obtained a pension, and his eon received an appointment 
there. This accounts for the influence he was supposied to be able to exercise^ 

27. Fandoorung Govind Joshee, who w'as required to endorse Narayen 
Balkrtshna's promise, ia the person referred ^to in paragraph 20 of this lettei-. 
He Is of some notoriety in Pooiii as a man of great reputed sanctity, and he 
appears to enjoy the means of comfoiiablc subsistence, while Namyen Bal- 
kriahna Kanuday was for some years prior and up to the date of bis death in 
a state of abject poverty,—for a length of time he maintained himself by eerv^ 
ing as a cook+ 

28. ' It seems that shortly after the deed was executed Pandoorung Govind 
Josbee became aware of tile fact that the required sanction hud ali-eady 
reached the Agenfs Office, and on learning this declined, as a matter of course, 
to pledge himself to pay an enormous sum for that whicli he knew to have 
been granted. The transaction then appears to have dosed with the mutual 
return of the agreements originally entered into. Bapoo Gooroojee is said 
to have received back one which he hud furnished to Pandoorung Govind, 
who, in his turn, regained possession of the document now submitted to 
Government- 

29+ That tbi^ deed of agiieement is a genuine document appears to me 
clear. There is nothing whatever forthcoming to impugn the testimony of 
Pondo^ung Govind Joshee, even were it unsupported, which, however, it is 
not, three of the persons whose names appear on the deed as witnesses having 
deposed to the signatures being tbeirs; two of these persons* depoaitions have 
been obtained by me from the Collector of Sattara; the third individual 
resides in Poona: he is a nephew of Pandoorung Govind, and his deposition, 
which is one of those annexed to this letter (marked D), describes clearly the 
circumstances under which the document attested by him was executed* 

30, I have thought it especially deairahle to place Government fully in 
possession of the pircumstances under which this agreement was entered into j 
for whether it may or may not be an illegal one, there can, I apprehehd^, be no , 
doubt whatever that it belongs to a class of transactions which it is absofotcly 
necessary to discourage and prevent as much os possible* Tlicre is surely 
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fwmething radicaJly wrong tn the state of things under which even the lowest 
subordinatea in an office can bd believed to and exercise power and 

influence ac jialJy greater than that vested in the head of the department to 
which they belong. 

31* In how far the failure of Narayen Balkrishna and his representatiye^ 
Pandoornng Govind Joahee^ to comply with tlie exkjrtioiiate demands made 
upon them^ may have been connected with the non-payment of the pension 
ordered to be disbursed, it 'm now, I apprehend, ftcarcely possible to deter¬ 
mine; it is, however, certain that the large arrears of penaitm, the payment of 
which was authoriised on the i3th August 1849, remained undisbursed up to 
Narayen Balkrishna's death on the 20ili March 1851; and I find from the 
records of the Agent tbi^ an application for the arrears due up to 

Narayen Balkiishna's death was made to Government by his alleged legal 
representative, Pandooi ung Glovind Joshee, cm tEie 1st ISeptemher 1852, and 
was negatived in the following rc]?oit of tlic Agent, since the date of which 
nothing appears to have been done 

The Acting Agent for Sirdars In the Deccan has the honour to report 
that the request of the petitioner to ])ay him the arreara that may be due to 
the deceased Narayen cannot be complied with, lie may, however, be ra* 
ferred to tliis department, with such documentary proof a£ he may lia 'e to 

adduce in support of his claim/' 

* 

1 liavc the honour to be, ic. 

(Signed) T* A, CowpEU, Capt.m, 

Inatn Commtsfiloner Nortlicrn Division. 


Translation tnarked B to ascompani/ Captain T. A CowPEri^ Ifiatn Commis^ 
sioncr*3 Letter No. 929 of ike 29th Anpust 1855 of a Deed of Agree¬ 
ment paued hy NAftAVEPF Balkrtbiina, alias JIaojeu Kan on ay, residing 
in Po&na tn the Sud<isew Paitj foViTTUJj PANDOontrN<j Kawotkur, 
reding in Poona in the Shookurwar Pait, dated the 2'^rd August 1849 
f5th Bhadrupud Shoodf Shaho 1771J. 

My father, the late Balhrislma Gungadhur Kami day, rendered very import¬ 
ant military services to tlie Peshwi^s Governraetilj in consideration of which 
thePeahwa, Bajee Hao, assigned him for his maititenance the village of Kotlook, 
Turuf Wftlimbh^Talooka Anjnnwell, and the village of Khanow, TuiufNecruI, 
Prant KuUian, ZiUa Tanna, which continued with my family up to the war* 
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the conquest the villages were Attached^ but subsequently, whan Mv* 
Elphinatone made a settlemeDt f^r tlie Sirdars, he continueil to my fuibev the 
village of Kollook, and assigned an annual allowance of Rs, 700 in lieu ol the 
village of Khonow, both of whiclt, the village and the cash allowance, were 
enjoyed by my father up to his death on the 22nd May 1831 (11th Wiii&hak 
Shoodj Shuko 1763). My mother, Rukhinabaeej was then granted an allow¬ 
ance of Rs. 300, which she enjoyed up to her death on tlie 4th November 1830 
(13th Ashwin Wud, SUuko 1701). When my mother died I was a minor, and 
knew noticing ; but on the 6th October 1843 my agent (Karbaree), Pandooiung 
Govind Joshee, presented n petition in my name, signed by him, but I have 
not yet received any reply, and nothing has been done by Government for my 
maintenance* 1 have constUuteU you my Mookhtiar (accredited agent), by 
giving you a separate written authority, under date 33rd August 1849,—on 
stam[)ed paper of the value of Rs, 8, No. 7343, 20th August 184U, and English 
No^ 420,—to present memoi iaU iiud petitions to Government; to make Klmt- 
put, and other endeavours j to get the allowance held by my ancestors 
(Wudeel), or any j)ortioJi, continued for my inatLitenance; obtain tlie arrears 
since the deatii of my fattier ; and to receive the amount on my lielialf. If, 
therefore, I should succeed, through your petitioning and endeavom's, with 
the Govenjment or anywhere else, in getting what my tandly held, or any part 
(hereof continued to me, 1 will animally give you iin eighth of file sanctioned 
iLinonnt, afber deducting whatever ia requisite for expenses, £:c., and I will 
hIso give you one-half of the amount I may receive on account of arreai’S, for 
your paina. Whatever expenses you may incur in this business yon are to 
ilefray yourself,—I shall not be ariswei'able for them. 1 will not cancel tlie 
Mookhtianmmn until the Goverument decide this business; if I should 
cancel it, 1 will still pay you what I have agreed to above, without urging the 
lact of my having bo cancelled it, or of my having labouj ed in the matter my¬ 
self. If within four montlig from the date of the Mookhtiamuma nothing 
should be done tn my case, either in the shape oforderm issued by Govern¬ 
ment or an Inquiry in the Agent^a Ofhee likely to end favourably, both the 
Mookhtiarnama and tliis deed of agreement will cease to be binding upon me. 

Signed by me on the 23rd August 1849, Written by Appajee namclmnder 
Bhorekur, residing iti Poona, in the Sudaeew Pait, in the house of the Nug- 
gurkur, at the dictation of the principal. 

(Signed) W.^rayin Bai^kuishna, ^riwf Raojbe Kakoday, 
Witoeeaea, 

f 

(Signed) Huree BuUal Fhaluk, Sataikur. 

„ Narayen Huree JoBhee, residing in Sudaeew F^ait, 



APPENDrX W, 


f 

I 


H 


I, Pandot>nmg Govind Joshee, hereby agree to make good the terms of the 
above agreement sho'idd Katiiiday fall to do Dated as above. 

(Signed) pANDoontTNo Govind JoBnsE. 

Witnesses, 

(Signed) IJuree Ballal Phatuk, Satarkur. 

j, Narayen liuree Joahee, residing in Sndasew Palt. 

„ Ragho Bnmchunder Goklny Chinchoorkur. 

,, Mahadofv Bnpoojee Baput. 

(True translation) 

(Signed) T. A, Cowpeh, Captain, 

Inam Commisstoner Northern Division. 


Trii7i$l/Uion TTiar^ed C Cto acc^mjwtiy Imm Commmiorter CcqUaitt T» A» 
CowpKn's No. 9'29 of the Auffunl of a 

on solemn affirmation ffiven before that Officer PAKDOonuso Covind 
Josh EE, Brahmin ^ aged ^txty'fve ^earSt an inhabitant of Poona, 

Ctttfsfso;!.—Do you recognise this deed of agreement passed under diiile tlie 
23rd August^ 1849 (5th BhndrupudShood, Sliuke 1771), byNamyenBulkrisliim 
Kanuday, alias Uaojee Kanuday, to Vittnl Pondoorung Kawutkur, which is 
shown yon \ 

Anstxei '.—1 do* 

Q,—Is the signal 0 re attached to the endorsement at tlie foot of the deed 
yours ? _ * 

j 4.—It is, * 

Q.—TJie aforesaid endorsement is to tiie effect that in case of Kanuday's 
failing to fulfil the agreement, you will do so: what was the roaeon of your 
thus binding yourself? 

A .—Bapoo Gooroojee told me that he had no conbdenee unless t pledged 
myself, and therefore I wrote the endorsement. 

Q.^The deed aforeBaid being passed to Kawntkur, what connection hod 
Bapoo Gooroojee with it ? 

A *—It was Bapoo Gooroojee who proposed and settled everything about 
the deed of agreement, but he did not wish to lia^ it drawn out in hie name; 
and it was, therefore, at his desire, that the name of Vittul Pandoorang 
Kawutkir wns entered. 

Q.*“How di^ Bapoo Gooroojee induce you to enter into the above agree¬ 
ment ? 
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told that lie would endeavour to get Government to grant some* 
thing for the maintenance of Jl^rayen Balkriahna Kanuday, who was then a 
child^ in lien of the Surinjam held by his late father* 

Q .—Wliere did you sign tlie eiidoi-sement written by you at the foot of the 
aforesaid agreement ? 

A ,—I signed it in the house in which [ then residedj and where 1 @till reside* 
—'Where was the aforesaid agreement written 1 

A .—It w^as not written at the same time as the endorsement of mine at its 
foot, but previously* 

Q*—To whom did you make over lliq aforesaid document afbir its comple¬ 
tion and endorsement by you ? 

A .—To llapoo Gooroojee, * ^ 

Q.^What was the reason of entering into stich an agreement with Bapoo 
Gooroojee ? 

j4,™BccansCj as Bapoo Gooroojee was a fiiend of mine, and acquainted 
with the Government officials, 1 bad confidenec in him* 

<2*—A (ter ytiQ made over the document to Bapoo Gooroojee, liow did you 
get it-back ? 

*4.—Kawutkiir had also passed a counter deed of agreement to get the work 
done, and Bapoo Gooroojee had endorsed it, pledging himself to fulfil the 
conditions in ease of Kaivutkur^s fulling to do so, and this deed had been 
given to me* A few days afterwaids, 1 learned that Government had spontune- 
ously accorded the required saiictjon; I tlierefore returned the deed 1 had 
with me, ainJ took back the one I lind given to Bapoo Gooroojee. 

(True ti'ttnulation) 

(Signed) T. A. CimetiR, Captain, 

' liinm Commissioner Northern Division* 


Trartslfition D {to accompfiTti/ the Iitam Commissioner Cttptain T. A* 

CowPER^s Letter A/h* 929 of the 29th Avgust 1655 Jyofn Deposition on 
solejaiL ifffirmdtiojty gieen on the IIM August 1855 hifore that O^cer bp 
Naratek Hi'ree Joshee, Drahminf (rged twentp^eight pearSf an inhti- 
hiliitit of Poono^ 

Quesiioji .—A deed of agreement passed under date the 33rd August 1840 
(5th BUadrupud Sbood, Shuke 1771), by Narayen Balkriehna, alias Eaojee 
Kannday^ in favour of Vittul Pandoorung Kawutkur, is shown yod* ^ At the 
foot of it there h an andorsement, wTitten and signed by Pandoorung Govind 
J osbee, to the c fleet that, in case of Kanuday’s (ailing to do so, he (Pandoo- 
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lung Govind Joslice) will fulfil the conditions ; the Bignatui'e to this endorse- 
’ meiit purports to have been witnessed by you* I 0 tlie signature you is ? 

Answer^ —I did witness the signature of the document; tlie sig;tiB.ture 
mine. 

* 

Q .—You witnesided the document as passed by Kanudayj and you also 
witnessed the endorsement written by Joshcej where were you when you 
affixed your signature ? 

jl,—The first signatuie^ witnesaing the execution of the document by 
Kanudayj was attached in tlie house of Eapoo Gyoroojec; the other signature, 
witnessing the endorsement written and signed by Pandoorung Govind, was 
iittuched in niy own bouaCj tliat is in Pandoorung Govind’s ] he and 1 live 
together. , ' 

Q .—Do you know to w!iom, and ivitli what object, this agreement was 
passed ? 

A .—Bapoo Guoi’oojeej in the fji’st instance, came £0 our liousCj, and said 
to my uncle that lie would endeavour to get Go vein men t to giant a pension 
or something else to Naiuycn Balkrishna Kanudayfor liig maintenance, in lieu 
of the SuiJiijaLii enjoyed by his lute father, and he ai^ked my untie what he 
would give him if he w ere to succeed* My uncle and Bupoo Gooroojee came 
to n verbal agreement that Bupoo Gooroojee should receive half of thcurciounf 
of arreai*S| and one eighth of the annual amount tliat might be granted,—a ocu- 
ment to the ajjove effect was drafted at our house. Bapoo Gooroojee then 
bought stamped paper at Jiis own cost, end hud the agreement, as it hud been 
driiflcd, vvriltcu on it at his house, in tlic name of Vittul Pandoorung livuwulkur, 
Narayeii Balki'ishna and myiself were at hi$ house when it was written, Bu- 
])oo Gooroujee got Nuraycn Baikrishnu to Jjign the document, and me to wit¬ 
ness it. Then a Bra bin in of Bapoo Gooroojee’s (whose name I don^t know) 
came with me, and brought the bond to my house, whei-e my unde, Pandoo- 
rung Govind, wrote and signed the endoisemeiit, making himself rcaponslble 
for tlie fulfilment of the agreeineut, and kept the document witl^ him. Another 
similar deed of agreement on the part of Kawutkur to do tiie work in (jiie^tion, 
and eiidoised by Bapoo Gooroojee aa the person who was to be responsible, if 
necessaiy, had been prepared, and the signatures attested by me. This Bapoo 
Gooroojee brought and gave to my uncle, from whom he then received the other 
agreement bearing my uncle's eudoisemeut, and took it away with him. 

^Trne translation) , 

(Signed) T* A. Cow per. Captain, 

Inam Commissioner Northern Division* 
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Nfl* 4189 OF im 


PoUTlCAL Bepahtmbnt. 


To Captain T, A* Covper, 

Inam Com miAsi oner IVortliem Division* 


Sir,—I am direeled by the Hi^bt Flonorable the Governor in Council to 
acknowledge the receipt of youv letter, with enclosurca, Wo* 929 dated the 29tli 
August lastp reporting upon the Surinjam entered as No* 4 of List 4, in the 
name of Narayeu EalkriHhna Kanuday in the revised Surinjam lists of 1847. 

2* In reply, I am desired to transmit for your inffarmation and guidance 
copy of a resolution passed by^Goveriiment under date the 27th ultima, upon 
your repoi t, and to acquaint you that the Agent for Sirdars has been instruct¬ 
ed to inquire and I’epoil fully on the subject brought to notice in pai-agraplis 
23 to 31 of that report. 

3* I aul further desired to request that you will, iti communication with 

Mr. Keays, t^ubmit an amended entry for inaeition in ihc Surinjam lists* 

^1 

1 have the honour to be, &c* 

(Signed) H. L* Anderson, 

Secretary to Goveniment, 

Bombay Castle j Zrd Oatoher 


Besolitlion jtassed htf Government under date the 27th October 1855* 

Resolved, —-The error in the lists of 1844 and 1847 consi»ta in treating as 
a Surinjam that which wu!^ in reality a Surinjam and*a pension* Balkrishna 
Gungadhur Kanuday held two villages in Surinjam,—Kotlook and Kbanow. 
The latter village was situated in tlie territory ceded by tlie Pesbwa in 1817* 
To use Mr* McDonneirs expreesion, the village went in the cession of 1817.” 
Accordingly, Balkrishna Kanuday had not posscasioti of Khanow at the break-' 
ing out of tlie war, and the village of Kotlook alone was continued to him by 
Mr. Blphinstone. Shortly afterwards, however, in consideration of his former 
possession of Khanow, a pension of Its. 700 per annum was granted to 
Balkiishna Kanuday, which pension, it should be carefully observed, was not 
entered in Mr* Elphinstone’s Surinjam lists. Balkrishna Kanuday died in 
1831 ; hi& Surinjam and pension were tiot included in the listfl of 1834 and 
]849, This was probably occasioned by tlift Surinjam having been expressly 
granted by Mr* Elphiuatone/or life. By tlie Rules of 1842 it ivos, however, 
determined that grants by Bajee Bao should be continued to_*one generation, 
w ith a moiety of the net value a pension to tlie second generation* Balp 
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ktishtia's son, Narayen Rao, was accordingly entitled to a pension equal to one- 
‘half of 1^18 father"® Surinjam. But Mr* Wardfen and Mr. Brown entered him 
in their liats^ th*? former^ apparently, as entitled to the two villages of Kotlook 
and Khanow j tlie latter as entitled to a pension equal to half of hia father^s 
Surinjam and half of hia father^a pension. This was the error ; Mr, Warden 
appears to have thought that Balknshna had held both viilageB, for it can be 
shown that that gentleman, In the case of RaghoMulbar (now before Govern¬ 
ment), wa& well aware that the pension granted out of compassion for losses 
oeeasioned by the cession of 1S17 was not to be regarded and dealt with as a 
Surinjam. Mr* Brown, on the other hand, learned that Balkriehna did not 
liold Kbanow, but a pension. He should, therefore, have entered Narayen. Rao 
as entitled to a pension equal^ toHialf tire net revenue of Kotlook, and to tio 
more. 

2. Narayen Rao is dead, but his legal representative is entitled to the 
arrears of the pension calculated at half the net value of the village ofKotlook. 

3. Caphtin Cowper, from paragrapli 22 to the end of his report, brings 
circumstances to the notice of Government which indicate that the Ag^nfs 
establishment is in an tinsatisfoetoiy state* Mr* Keays may, tliereforo, be 
directed to inquire and report fully on this subject. 


No* 336 OF 1856. 


Political BErABTMENT. 


From H* Keats, Esq., 

Agent for Sirdars In the Beccan, ' p 

To II* L. Anderson, Esq*, 

Secretai'y to Government, Bombay* 

Jhted PoonUf ISth Ociober 1865. 

Sir, —1 have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No* 4190 
of tlie 3td instant, transmitting to me copy of a letter and of iU enclosures 
from the Inom Commissioner of the Northern Ui vis Lon, No, 9^ dated the 
29th August last, together with copy of a resolution passed by Government 
thereon under date the 27th ultimo* 

2. In reply, 1 beg to state that the Surinjam hold by the late Balktisht^^ 
Gungadhur Kanuday waa entered in the revised Surinjam lists of 1847 as No* 
4 of Iiiat^o. 4, which was denominated " List of Hesumed Surinjams in lieu 
of whitfh Pension^ are due*" This list was sanctioned by the Honorable the 
Court of Directors in paragraph 10 of their political despatch No* 15 
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dated the 22nd May J849, and a copy of which was traiuimtUed for the ^ 
information and guidance of the Agent, with die Government letter No, 3471 
dated tlie 13th August 1849. In paragraph 3 of this letter, the attention of 
the Agent was drawn to the injunction of the Honorable Court, cc-nveyed in 
the 13tli paragraph of their desjratch, relative Co the mode of determining the 
amount of refund, which mode waa described in the following terms :— 

**The amount of refund should, of course, be determined, not by the 
estimated annual value of the Jagheer, but by the actual amount realized 
hy Government over and above expenses of management/^ 

3. In the case under notice Narajen Balkrishna, son of Balknshna Gun- 
gadhur Kanuday, was entitled’-to on annual pension, and to the payment of 
arrears, wliich w^ere to be calculated, according to the mode above defined, at 
half the actual, revenue realized by Government from the village of Kotlook, 
over and above the expenses of management. 

4. A Murathee letter was accordingly addressed to the Collector of Rut- 
imghcrry on the 22nd November 1849, No. 793, to the following effect:— 

“ A copy of tlic letter from the Court of Directors dated the 22nd May 
1849, sanctioning the lists which have been framed regarding Siirinjamp, and 
pensions in lieu of SuHnjanis, has Iften received here with the Government 
letter of 13th August 1849. In order that aiTangements may be made ac¬ 
cordingly, I beg to write to you that Balkrishna Gungadbur Kanuday, 
entcml No* 4 in List No* 4 of pensions due in lieu of Surinjams, held a 
Suriiijam, and his heir, Nai'ayen Rao Balktishna, is entitled to a pension of 
half the value. The abovenamed individual (Balkrighna Gungadbur) held 
in Surinjam tbe village of Kotlook, Talooka AnjimweH. Accounts of the 
revenue of the village for ten years were previously forw'ardcd by you with 
a Yad dated the 21 st September 1840, and I beg to be informed whether 
the revenue shown in these accounts Is the net revenue received by the Su- 
tinjanidar, after deducting village expenses, ficc.; if not, you are requested to 
prepare and forward a slatement for ten years, from 1821 to 1831, showing 
the net revenue received by the Surinjamdar, after deducting village 
expenEes, &c. from the total revenue, and also the expenses incurred eveiy 
year in collecting the revenue of the above (Surinjam)/^ 

5* Similar letters were also addi'eased in cases Nos, 2, 3, 5, and 6 of tlie 
revised Surinjam list No. 4* 

6, Subsequently, Narayen Balkrishna Kanuday made a petition to Govern¬ 
ment dated the 10th October 1850, which w^as referred for report to the 
Acting Agent by Government endorsement No* 4792 of the 17tli idem. The 
AsBistant Agent in charge submitted a report on the petitior/, No. 498 of the 
26th October 1860, the 2nd and 3rd paragraplis of which report ar^ quoted 
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in pragrapli 15 of tlie Inam ComrDiBGioiicr*& letter to GovemTnent No. 939 
of tlie 2t)th August last. The GoTernment, in*their reply^ No. 6239 dated the 
31st Novembr:r 1850^ inforaied tlie Acting Agent that the petitioner had been 
referred to»him, and that he should be informed of the tenor of the above 
report. This waa, accordingly, done. 

7. As the transmission of the accounts called for Aom the Collector of 
Hutnagherry was delayed, the following letter was addressed to the Collector 
by tlie Assistant Agent in charge on the 6th November 1850, No. 510 

“ I have the honour to request that you will have the goodness to lavour 
me with an early reply to the Murathee memorandum from this depart¬ 
ment, dated 33nd November 1849, No. 793, regarding the village of Kot- 
lordt, held by the late Balkrishnb Gungadhur Kanuday.'^ 

8. To this the Collector of Rutnagherry sent a reply, No* 444 of the 22 juI 
March lS5i, which is transcribed below:— 

“ In acknowledging the receipt of your Assistant Mr. Newton's letter, 
dated the 6th November last, No. 610, ! have the honour to refer you to 
my Mnrathee Yad of 19th instant, No. 420, being a reply to yours of the 
32nd November 1849, No. 793, regarding the village of Kotlook, held by 
tlic late Balkriiihjia Gungad liur Kanuday.’^ 

9* • From the above reply, H would appear that the Collector of Rutiia,■ber¬ 
ry forwarded accounts of the village of Kotlook with his Murathee Yad dated 
19th March 1851, No. 430, and on the succeeding day, viz* the 20th March 
1861, Narayen Balkrishna Kanuday died, without male issue, as 'cported to 
Government by the Agent, Mr. Brown, in his letter No. 145 djjted the 9tfi 
April 1851, and, consequently, the papers received from tlic Collector were 
placed on record, • 

10. Afterwards, Paudoomng Govind Joshee, the person* referred to in 
paragraph 30 of the Inam Commissioner's letter, forwarded a petition to On- 
vernment, which was referred for the report of the Agent under Government 
cudoi'scment No. 4421 of 11th October 1853. The Acting Agent submitted 
liis report, No. 378 of the 27th October 1852, to which the Government re¬ 
plied, in their Chief Secretary *u letter No. 4766 dated the 2nd November 1853, 
that the petitioner had been referred to him, ae suggested in the report. The 
}ietitioner accordingly made an application to the Acting Agent, to the effect 
that he had produced a certificate of heirship, and that orders might be given 
for payment to him of whatever was due to Narayen Balknshua Kanuday* 
This appliimtion, however, was rejected on the 29th November 1853, on the 
ground that the person to whom tt was deteTmiDed to grant a pension was 
deadjWid that t^ere appeared no reason to pay to the petitioner, on the autho¬ 
rity of the certificate of heirship, the arrears which were due to the deceased. 
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, IL In ctiluoiii 16 of ipiitry No, 3 in the reviised List No. 4, the amount of 
annual pension due to Ahbajec Hao Katey^ mentioned in column 6 of the* 
above entry, was shown to be Ke. 348-13-0, but this amount was reduced to 
Bs. 266-6-2^ according to subsequent accounts, 

]2. In column 16 of entry No. 6 of the said the amount of annual pen¬ 
sion due to Mahomed Esuf and Goolam HooBselu, mentioned in column 5, 
was shown to be Rs* 1,495, but this amount was reduced to Rs. 1,076-2-6j 
according to subsequent accounts, 

13, In case No, 6 of the ean^e llsb the amount of annual pcni$ion was en¬ 
tered in column 15 as Rs. 2,971-8-0, which was subse<iuent]y reduced to 
Rs. 2,197-15-7, 

14, In calculating the amount of pens'ions entered in List No, 4, the ex¬ 
penses of collection, kc. were, it appears, not deducted, and, consequently, 
fresh accounts were called for fram tlie several Collectors, ou receipt of tlie 
Government letter of I3tli August 1849, No, 3471. 

16, In paragraph 27 of the Government letter of 13th August 1849, the 
Acting Agent waa directed to furnish the Collectoi’s of Poona, Ahmednug- 

I 

gur, Khandeish, and Sholapore with the requisite instructions forgiving effect 
to the orders of the Honorable Court, and to furnish those officers with such 
extracts from the Suiuijam liats as respectively concerned them. TJiis was, 

I apprehend, the reason why the Govcrnnient decision in the case of Narayeu 
Balkrishua Kanuday was not communicated to him, 

16. The agreement which ia the subject of paragraphs 22 to 31 of the 
Inain Commissioner’s letter, and which is lie re with returned, purpoi'ts to have 
been evectjtcd hy Narayco Balkrishna Kanuday in favour of one Vittul Pan- 
do^'.ung Kiiwultur, on the 23rd August 1849. Bapoo Gooroojee, who is al- 
h.\L^‘d to have a principal in the transaction, at onetime held the situation 
of Karkoon in the office of the Agent, which he resigned on the Ifitof Novem¬ 
ber 1845, He was subsequently, liowever, entertained by Mr* Turquand In the 
Poona Duftur, His son, Mulhar Punt, was, at the time the agreement was en¬ 
tered into, employed in the Native department of the Agent's Office, end it is 
possible that lie may have comtnuuicated the result of Narayen Rao’s case to 
his father, who made a fraudulent use of the information. Of tliis I can pro¬ 
cure no proof, 1 have communicated my suspicion to Mulhar Punt, which will, 

I hope, if he has been guilty of the breach of trust, render liim more careful lor 
the future. Bapoo Gooroojee was not a member of the Agent’s establishment 
at the date of the execution of the agreement, and he has lately died while 
returning from a pilgrimage to Benares. j 

In coDclusioD, I respectfully beg to state that the course pointed out by tlie 
Honorable the Court of Directors in paragraph 10 of their despatch No* 3 
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dated tlie 1st March 18/j4 (received by the Agent with the Govemmeiii letter 
* 2776 dated 19th June 1854)* will prevent theee Khutput agreements 

being executed. 

^ I have iJie honour to be* Sec. 

(Signed) R* Ksays* 

Agent. 

A^ent^s OJficef PoonHf 1&(A October 1855. 


No. 2C38 OF 1850. 


Political Department, 

• * 

To C. M. IlAREition* Eaq.* 

Acting Agent for Sirdars in the Deccan, 

Sm*—1 am directed by the Right Honorable the Governor in Council 
to acknowledge the receipt of Mr. Keays' report, No. 39G dated the IStli 
October last* on the Siirinjam of the late Narayen Balkrishna Kaiuiday. 


2. If is Lordship in Council has already decided that the legal reptesen- 
tative of the late Naraycn Balkrishna Kaintday is entitled to the ai i‘ears of the 
pension due to that person, calculated at half the net value of the vllJuge 
of Kotlook, and to no more. This deeislon should* therefore* be carri^/J into 
effect* and tl^e arrears be paid to such person as shall* in accordance with the 
Kegululions* prove himself to be the legal representative. 

3. TJie explanatioDs allbrded by the Agent lelative to the ciicunistances 
brought to the notice of Government in connection with Bapoo Gooroojee, and 
Ids son* MuLhar Punt, the one formerly, and the other at present employed in 
llic Agent’s establishmciit* are not satisfactory. 


I have the honour to he, ^c. 


(Signed) H, L, Apj^ejison, 

Seci'ctary t^ Govetniucnt. 


Jiombat/ May 1856. 
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No, 936 or 1865, 


Political Depahtment, 


From Captdm T. A* Cowpep, i 

pi * 

Inam Coiocnisiiiaiier Northern Division^ 


To IL L* AHDEafiorr, Eeq., - 

Secretaiy to Government, Bombay* 


D&Ud Po6na^ 30;A A^gu&l 1855. 

have the honour to submit a report upon the claim of tlic Nigiay 
family and othm to hold in Surinjam tlie village of Kethoor, in the Ahmetloug- 
gur CoUectorate; a separate report on their ehim to the village of Gkiolotiiicheh^ 
hi tlie Poona Collectorate^ shall be bereaftcr submitted* 

2, In the lists of the Surinjams which at the introduction of Bintish juIc 
M r, Elphinstpoe proposed to continue, the Surinjam of the Nigray fn-nily, 
consisting of the village of Goolooncheh, in the Poona Collectorate* and of the 
Jagheer Umul of Kethoor, is entered in the name of'* Khunde Rao NigdtV' 
m having been fifty-two years in theii possession^ and ivith the remsu'k—“ May 
be reduced on his death."* 

3, Mr* Chaplinas register of restored Burinjams, vi'liiuh wa-? submitted to 
Government on the 2Htli October ]822| shows the Jagheer Uwnil of Kethoor 
to liave been actuully restored to Pee raj ee Neegdey, son of Eshwunt Uao 
Neegdey and Khundey Rao &c* Neegdcy*” 

4, In the Deputy Agent Mr. Warden's list the Surinjam was entered, as ii 
grant of a, 'd. 1768, in the name of" Khundee Rao and Peerajec Nigday**' 

6. Subsequently to this, the Surinjam was resumed, in consequence of the 
death of the two persons named in Mr. Ghaplin"s register, Kundeh Rao and 
Peerajee, pensions being granted to their families. It is not, however, neces¬ 
sary further to advert to this, as the present inquiry is merely to ascertain how 
the holding should be treated undei^ the latest orders issued by the Honorable 
Court of Directors, who in the 19th par^raph pf their political despafcli 
No. 17, dated the 26th October 1842, directing new lists of Burinjams to be 
prepared,, deferred to the tfurinjam of the Nigray family in the following 
terms ;— 

" The fifth case is that of Khundy Rao and Peerajee Nigday, two 

brothers b whose names a Jagheer of Rs, 2,265 was held, although for the 
\x 
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bene^it^ nn it would app«arf of a much greater number of individuals. In 
your letter you state that tli^ has been resumedj and a pension equal to 
half the annual value granted to the heirs. It is not clear to ua that this 
etatemcQt is consiatent with the past, for though the letter of your Secre¬ 
tary to the Collector of Poona, dated the 4th of February 1840, says that 
the ^ pension' is to be granted to those only whose names appeared in Mr, 
Warden’s list, from which we should infer that the whole Jagheer had been 
resumed, yet the same document also states that the sons of the late 
Khundy Hao and Feerajee Nigday are to receive a pension equal to one- 
half of the value of the shares enjoyed by their fathers ; which expression 
would imply that only the shares so enjoyed had been resumed, and that 
they formed but a small porfion of the total Jagheer. The division of the 
Jagheer into numerous shares appears to haie been a condition of the ori- 
ginat grantj and each individual who w'as a shareholder when we took 
possession of the coantiy is entitled to be considered as a separate 
Jagheerdar, The grunt is dated 1768, and the Jagheer is entered in Mr, 
McDonncH's (or in ofher words in Mr. Elphinstone’s) list as for life only. 
We shall, therefore, approve the continuance of each share during the life of 
the original shareholder, and of the grant of a pension equal to half its value 
to the next heir,” 

6. Government, in communicating the foregoing orders to the Agent for 
Sirdars, observed, in paragraph 9 of their Chief Secretary’s letter No. 994, of 
the 9th May 1S43,— 

With reference to the 19th paragraph of the despatch from the Honor¬ 
able Court, I am desired to request tliat yon will submit to Government a list 
of the individuals who have been recognised as sharers in the j-oiut Surinjam 
held by Khundey Hao and Peerajee Nigdee, and state the value of each 
share. In submitting this information, you are requested to report which 
of the recognised sharers in this Surinjam are now dead, and whether any 
direct heirs survive tlieiUp On the receipt of this infoimation, such inattiic- 
tiouB will be furnished to you as may be requisite for giving effect to the 
orders of the Honorable Court on this subject.” 

7. In the lists subsequently prepared by the Agent for Sirdars, Mr. War¬ 
den, and submitted hy him to Government on the 39th December 1844, the 
village of Ketboor was entered as shown in the statement following. 
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8. Mr* Warden in tlte 18th paragraph of hii letter No. 225, which accoio- 
pauied the Ijfits, aybmitted the fiiiltowipg explanation and rccommendatioii:— 

The case of the femily of Ntgde, adverted to in your 9th paragraph^ is m 
follows :^A thrge body, bearit^ the aumame of Kigd^, U said to have 
formed part of the Feshwa^s army in an expedition against Hyder All, of 
whom hfteen were killed and forty wounded in the campaign, and the village of 
Qoolooiicheh was granted to the whole family as a reward for their serricesj 
and compensation for their losses. To this was added, in favour of eight 
members of the family, in a. n. 1800, the village of Kethoor, The deed of 
release granted by the British Government is in the name of Peerajee and 
Khunday Bao ‘ Nigd^ &c* Nigdc people/ and forty perioiis are said to share 
the proceeds, of whom six are ciot Nigd^s*. The first grant hears date a. d. 
1768, and the second a. n. 1800, so that one shoiAd, according to the Hales, be 
held for two generations, the other for one. The annexed statement, marked 
N, exhibits the sub-divifiions of this grant, and containa all the information 
called for in your 9th paragraph | and coneideriti^g the peculiarity of the 
origin of the grant, and that the manner in which it is now held renders it 
almost Imposaible to carry the Rules through so many ramihcationa, I am 
disposed to fscommead that the Surtnjam be included in Class L, and 
1 have inserted it, accordingly, in list No. 7 of estates in respect to which 
exceptions to the Buies are proposed. The only other plan for this 
case that suggests itself is that the Collector should compound with each of 
the co-eharers to receive such pecuniary allowance for one, two,.or three ge¬ 
nerations, as may by the Surinjam Buies be equivalent to his claim in these 
villages, three^hflha of the proceeds of which (viz* the revenue of Gooloon- 
cheh) are alienated for two generations, the moiety extending to the third, 
and two-iiflhs (viz. Kethoor) being liable to resumption at the dose of one 
generation, with the reversionary tide to the moiety as pension*^’ 

On the revision of Mr. Warden’s lists by his successor, Mr. Brown, no 
alteration was made in the entry regarding Kethoor, Mr. Brown merely ob¬ 
serving in paragraph 46 of hU transmittory letter No. 178, dated the 26th 
October 1847,— # 

I beg to transmit extract paragraph 18 of Mr. Wardens letter dated 
29th December 1844, handing up his revised list, m which the Nigd§ &mi1y 
have been prominently brought to notice.” 

10. Tke Honorable Court, in paragraph 18 of their poUtical despatch No. 
16, dated die 22nd May 1849, in according a general sanction to reviaed 
lists, rejected the proposal to declare the Surinjain of the Nigray family 
hereditary, which had been made by Mr. Warden, and observed,*- ' 

" Nq* 3 is the case of the Nigd€ fbnily, which has been adverted to by us 
in previous letters. Thia SurSnjam (value Rs. 2,696) having been granted 
to the family as a reward for their services and suHeiings ih the campaign 
against Hyder All, is now held by a great number of shareholders, and the 
only reasons assigned for continuing it on hereditary tenure are' the peculi" 
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arity of the origin of the grant, and that the manner In which it is now htld 
rendera It almoat impossible to carry the Rules tbrongh go many lamifications/ 
(ParagFUf h 18 of Mr. Warden^g letter of 29th December 1844, handing 
up his concurred b by Mr. Brown.) Thege are not Efficient ruBaons 
for perpetuating a tenure which from its minute aub-division li probably 
oppressive to the Eyota and of little value to most of the posseaaors, and we 
prefer the other course conditionally su^eated by Mr* Warden, that the 
Collector ahould endeavour to compound with each of the present sharers to 
receive a pecuniary equivalent for the interest to which he is entitled under 
the Rules." 

11, Much correspondence between the local authorities took place in 
endeavouring to cany out the suggestions of'the Honorable Court. In some 
cases pensions were granted, and in others ohjections were made on the part 
of several members of the Nigray family, who were said to be the actual cul¬ 
tivators of the land composing their respective shares. With reference to these 
ajTnugements, the Honorable Court observed b paragraph 4 of their political 
despatch No. 27, dated the 18th May 1863,— 

" In consequence of the minute suVdivision of the SurinjuTn oV this 

" 5, Further proceed- directed that a composition should, if 

in tlte ciK of the practicable, be made with each sharer for a pecuniary 
Ni^E fsniily. equivalent. It now appears that a great portt-^in of 

the sharers are themselves Ryots, and cultivate their own Jagheei^. With 
these an arrangement may easily be made by a simple remiseion of assess¬ 
ment during the remaining terra of the Surinjam tenure. With respect 
to such sharers as are not cultivators, it appears desirable to make a 
composition with them which may terminate altogether their connection 
with the land." 

12, Meanwhile, boWever, Government had been apprised by the Inam 
Commissioner, Mr. Hart, of circumstances tending seriously to impugn the 
accuracy of the revised lists, which were, in cAhsequence, ordered to be tested, 
and in the course of the inquiry which was then instituted, the following 
letter (Captain vfSowper to the Inam Commissioner, No. 135, of the L8th 
March 1853) regarding the Surinjam of the Nigray family was eubmilted for 
the orders of Government v — 

“ 1 have the honour to request the orders of Goverument to my calling 
upon each member of * the Nigray family' to prove In person title under 
which he holds his share of the Suriujam entered in a separate statemant, 
formiug one of the revised Surinjam lists submitted'to Government, under 
date the 26th October 1847, by the Agent for Sirdars, Mr. Brown. 

** 2. There appear to me in this case to e^iist not only prbnd facU grounds 
for inqdiry, but reasons for believing that fraud has been purposely and more 
tbad once commUted, inasmuch as within the last bfleen years three genealo¬ 
gical trees have been furnished on three different occastous, each differing 
from the others, and each more or less incorrect. 
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, V , carry out the orders of the Honorable ihe Couti of DirectorA 

^paragraph 18 of t|te Honorable Court's despatch No. 15f dated the 22nd 
May 1849) it is necessary to ascertain to whom the original grant was 
made; whohl of die original grantees, or of their lineal descendants, were in 
' poseeseion ofeach share at the introduction of the British Government ; and 
whom of the holders at the introduction of the British Government, and of 
their lineal descendants, are now alive. 

4. A statement in this coae was called for by me under the inatructions 
contained tn the 4th paragraph of the Chief Secretary's letter No. 4175, of 
the 24th September last, and has been furnished by an Agent ; but it is 
entirefy worthless and incorrect. It does not seem to me possible to conduct 
this inquiry by proxy, and tlie Nigrays, tot\ will probably, as a last Resource, 
disown the statements made by thdr agent; 4o that, under all the circum¬ 
stances, 1 have solicited sanction to my calling on each shai'eholder to attend 
in person to prove his pedigree, as the only method of arriving at a dual 
decision. 

“5. The determination to evade inquiry, and to withhold from Govern* 
meht the information cn vv^hich alone a decision can be arrived at, seems to 
me in this case so evident that 1 solicit the orders of Government to my 
calling upon the Collector at attach the sliares of any mambera of the family 
who may fail to afford within one month, or such longer period aa may be 
found reasonable in any particular case, the information required to enable 
me to report oti this Sunnjam/" * 


13. The proposals con tamed in the letter quoted in the last paragraph 
wei e sanctioned by Government in their Political Secretary’s letter No. !79I, 
dated the 25th April 1853, and the measures thus sanctioned were approved of 
by the Ilonomble Court, who in paragraph 4 of their political deE;patch 
No. 55, dated the 12th October 1853, observed,— 


“ Captain Cowper being ijf' opinion that further inquiry is necessary in 

1- this case, vou have very properly authorised him to 
** Further procecditij^ i i i 

ID the cue of the Nigdec ^1 un each member of the family who claims a shore 

of the Surinjam to appear in person, for the purpoi^e 
of proving his pedigree." 


14. The following is the history of this grant i— 

The Jagheer Umul of the village of Kethoor was granted by a Sunud iRSued 
on the 26th April x. n. 1801, by Ballajec Koonjur, at that time holding the 
Peshwa’a seal (Mootatikec), as personal Surinjam (Jatcc ch6 Tynat), to the 


eight persona below named :— 


* 


L Mhadojee Nigray. 

2. Ashrojee ditto. 

3. nughojec ditto. 

4. Mudhowraoditto* 


5. Peerajee Nigray. 

6. Jogajee dt|to. 

7. Janrao NimboJkur. 

8. Monhojec ditto. 
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15* These eight s^es at the introduction of llie Bjitifih* Po^emment nrp^ 
' shown in the revised lists to have been in tbe^tiands ot-^ 

K Kundeb Ran bin Morar Boo. 

2, Jywtfntrao and Gnnputrao, the younger sons, and Keelkiint Uoo the son 

of Manaingr the eldeit $on of the otiginal grantee, Asbrojee, 

3. The origina] grantee himself, Rughojee, 

4* Ditto ditto Mhadowrao. 

S. Ditto ditto Peerajee, 

Ditto ditto Jogajee. 

7p Itajee and Nathajee, the sons of the original grantee, Jnnrao Piimbat- 
kur* 

8* The original grantee himself, Mankojee. 

Id. The revised lists ap^ar to have been incorrectly framed in respect to 
the first, second, and sixth shares, and probably in respect to tlie seventh 
share also; inasmuch as the first had lapsed altogether by the extinction of the 
line of the original grantee; the second ought to have been entered, like all 
other Sunnjams, in the name of the eldest member of the eldest branch only, 
Keelknnt Rao, the eon of Manaing, the eldest sun of the original grantep; the 
sixth eh are appears also to have lapsed long ago, and to have been improperly 
entered in the lists under the circumstances hereinafter explained; and the 
seventh there seem ground 9 for believing to have been held at the introduction 
of British rule by the original grantee, Jonrao, and not, as stated in the r evised 
lists, by his iiona* 

17* With regard to the first share, which at die introduction of British 
rule had lapsed, it seems to be merely a (question whether the pension 
(Rs* 17-8-4) MOW paid to the sons orKundeh Rao, who^, having no claim what¬ 
ever to any share of Kethoor, obtained the Jnsertton of his name in the original 
order of release, should, be continued or not» The whole case has been so 
wilfully mystified and misrepresented that lam not able to* recommend the 
concession of any favour whatever, and think, therefore, that thiajpayment 
should be at once stopped* 

18* The second share should, it appears to me, be treated as all other 
Sudnjams have been treated, in which case the whole pension (Hs* 44-2-6) will 
be continuable in the name of the eldest branch, Keelkunt Rao, and at his death 
half to a second generation. 

19* The sixth shore (Ra* 44-2-6) is the one granted to Jagojee, represented 
in the revised lists as alive, hut subsequently declared to be identical with 
Nathajee, shown in the revised lists as the then (in 1847) Joint holder of ike 
firsl iheare. Not a word, however, of explanation 1^ this effect was alTorded to 
Government in the lists or anywhere else^ on the contrary, the names of Natha- 
jee and /^ajee were inserted in such a manner oa to render inevitable the 
inferqpce that they were separate and distinct individuals; and, added to this, 
their ages were Ajown to be different, that of Nathajee being entered as forty-five, 
and that of Jogajee as forty years* In each case three sons of the same name 

2i 
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w^re entered, tiut whU(^ the age of Yittul Rat>, the eldest son of the individual 
shown as r^athajee, was enteredtas twenty-five, that of Vittul Rao, the eldest 
son of the individual shown as Jogajeej was entered as twenty-three years, 

20* In shoi't, as far as 1 have been able to ascertain in regard to this and 
tlie many other palpable discrepancies in this case, to lepresent fairly which 
would have led to tlieir immediate detection, every efibrt appears to have been 
made to confuse, and thereby mislead* 

21, The most probable supposition seems to be that of Jogajee having 
died without male issue, during the Peshwa^s rule. There do not appear to be 
any means of proving tins, and all my endeavours to obtain cori^ct informa¬ 
tion from Appajee Rao bin Morar liao, the eldest surviving member of the 
Nigray family, who is upwards of eighty years of age, have failed. He has 
been guilty of sucli palpable ft^lsehoods id h^s statements regarding oilier 
matters tliat it is impossible to rely on anything he has said^ and T propose^ in 
hereafter reporting on the claims to tEie village of (iooloonchch, to bring this 
specially to the notice of Government, with a view to his being punished,* 

2'2, However, the date on which the gi'ant was made leads strongly to the 
roTichisiou tliat the person now said to bear the two names of Jogajee and 
IVatliAjec could never have been, as is asserted, the original gran tee, for Ids 
iigc ill was uheiidy explained, shown in the revised hats in one place 
as foidy, arid in anf>tht';v as forty-five years ; while, assuming the former to l>e 
correct, he could not have been horn in A. 1800, when the Sunud granting 
him a share m tlie village was issued; and admitting him to have been 
in 1843 forty-five years of age, the giant must have been made tb an infant of 
two years old,—supposition quiLe at voriaiicB with the wording of the 
Sumid, which dcclarcn tlio grtint to bo on account of the salary (Budul 
Mooshuliira) of the persons namf?d; whereas grants made by tlie Peehwas^ 
floveriuncnt to infants, tliongli by no means unusual, were invariably desig¬ 
nated as such (Bal Purwurshec). Hut Giat it eoM Hot have been a grant of 
this description, made to the person soifj declared to be Jogajee, is jjroved by 
the fact of his father, Kundeh Rao, having been alive, not only then (In 
A. D. 1801-02) but for many years after the introduction of British rule. 

23. The Collector of Alnnednuggur, before paying the several share- 
liolders named by the Agent, Mr. Blown, bixmght to that officers notice, 
under date the 7th October 1851, that he (the Collector) had been informed 
by the Agent of the ^^igray family that Jfogajec, entered in the revised lists as 
the original grantee, and then (in 1347) holder of the sixth shate^ and 
IMathnjeej entered as the then joint holder of half of the first share, ^‘aje one 
and the same person, being the son of Kundeh Rao.” 

24, The facta I have already exphiioed were certainly quite sufficient to 
have rendered careful inquiry requiiiite, when the attention of the Agent for 
Sirdars was thus pointedly ditiwn to an In^coiicilable discrepancy whidihad 
never been even alluded to by the Agent for the Nigray family during the 

+ Sincq tLis was npiitcft AupfijK Riiu hhi died. 
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several lengthy inquiries recorded before Mr. Warden in 1843| and again 
before Mr, Brown in 1847. No inquiry whatever waa, however, madei and 
the Collector’s letter was on the 14th of the same month (October) thus 
replied to by tha Agent for Sirdars:— 

" Tn reply to your letter No, S478, dated the 7th instant, I have the 
honour to state that if your information, on inquiry, should prove correct, 
that Jogajee and Nathajee, occupying two different places in the statement 
N of the Nigdeh family, are one and the same person^ 1 think the beat way 
in which the claim should be settled would be this,^ 

** That Jogajee should get one-eighth, or Its. 44-2-6, and Chimnajee alone 
should get one-half of one-eighth, or Re. 17-8-4, without ills brother Nathajtc 
(who is Bald to be Jogajee) participating in^t/^ 

25. The seventh share, which was granted by the Feshiva to Janrao NiiU'^ 
batkur, is held by his two sons, as the alleged hrst Britlsli grantees. Tliey 
have, however, themselves now declared before me tlvat their fatbci* died after 
the introduction of British rule. In how iar this really is the case I have been 
unable to ascertain with certainty, owing to cycry difcwncftt likely to Uieebtse 
the truth having been carefully, and hitherto successfully concealed and 
withheld, 

26. Under these circumstances, I would recommend tlie attachment of the 
seventh share (Ra. 44-2-6), and that m the event of the non-productiori before 
me within two months of satisfactory proof of the death of Janrao during the 
Peshwas’ rul#, and of the whole of the village and other accounts of the present 
Government required to test this, the present claimants should be treated as 
the second generation from the conquest, and the pension:! to be p^nid to them 
calculated and adjusted accordingly, 

27. I should have recommended the stoppage altogether ol' tlie seventh 

share, did not the claimants appear to be very little to blame in the matter. 
In this, as in everything else connected with the previous inq*uirie3 regarding 
this case, the principals have never come forward, nor have they until now 
(see paragraphs 12 and 13 of tliis report) ever been desired to do tio, every^ 
thing having been done through a Brahmin agent, the truth of whose 
assertions seems to have been taken for granted, although they were made 
Under cireunistances peculiarly suggestive of the ncceaeity of most careful 
scrutiny; for having once ascertained that the holding had been recommended 
(see paragraph 8 of this report) by the Agent for Sirdars for hereditary 
continuance, on the score of the difficulty of tracing its history, the interest of 
the agent of the claimants in increasing Uiat difficulty became as direct as 
obvious. ' 

28. But I am unwilling to recommend the adoption of severe measures 
towards the claimajits themsel veB, as they seem to have been the mere tools of 
their*agent, Vititul Chintamun, and to have been victimised hy him to an 
extent scarcely credible. Their case has long been a bye-word in Poona, 
where Viltul ChintaoauiL haa always been understood to have received,/or ftut 
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oiDi we, every fai thing'of the Urge ari.'eatf^ CarnoTinting to thoustind (uw 

hnndrt^d and si£tJ/~Mev^ ritpcesj^seven annaSy and seven pies)f the payment of 
wIiJcli on account of both of the villages compriBing the Surinjaia was 
authorised under the sanction accorded by the Honorable Court oC Directors 
to the revised Surhijam lists. 1 heard of this long ago, but could scarcely 
credit it, though I felt no difficulty in believing that advantage had been 
taken of the ignorance of tlie claimantSj who are uneducated Murathos, unable 
for the most part even to write their names. There is, however, every reason 
for believing such to have been the case, as an agreement,* which Is still in 
existence, and has been produced before me, was on the &th January 1849 
regularly executed on stamped paper, and by this document the members of 
tlie IS]gray family hound themselves to pay to VJttul Ghintamun the whole of 
the arrears then due,—that is to say, arrears for upwards of nine years, 
amounting to more than Rs. 9,000, and, besides this, to grant him land in their 
village of the annual value of Ks. 75. 

29, I do not know whether such an agreement as this one would be upheld 
in a civil court, though from what the Agent for Sirdars, Mr. LeGeyt, informed 
Ooveinmctit in parugrajdi 3 of his letter No. 429, of the 12th August last, 
I suppose that it would be considered a legally binding document. Govern¬ 
ment, in the ciise to whicli I have just referred, intimated (paragraph 3 of the 
Chief Scci-etary'tt letter No. 8959, o^f tlie 13th September 1853) that the legality 
of the deHcription of bonds alluded to by Mr. LcGcyt was under consideration, 
but no further orders have been I’cccivod. It must, doubtless, be difficult, but 
should it he possible eficctiially t{) discourage baigains of this nature, to do so 
would go very far towards disabusing the ignorant and most numeroue classes 
of the community of a jjrevulent belief not more erroneoufi than prejudicial to 
gcjfHl g<]vcrnincnt. 

30. Should Government concur in the recommendation herein submitted. 

p ’ 

the following will be the arrangement to be made regarding the several shares 
of this Surinjam, the amounts of which wcie fixed by the Agent for Sirdars 
in Ills letter to the Collector of Alimednuggur, No, 483, dated the 21st 
October 1850 :-i- 

The payment of Us. 17-8-4 on account of the first share, at present made 
h'l Chininajcc and Nathajee NJgray, os the second generation^ will at once 
cease. (See jj^aragraph 17.) 

The second share, of Hs. 44^2-5, will be cotitintied until the death of 
Neclkunt Hao Nigray, when half of it will be continiiablc on the usual terms 
to a second generation. (See pamgruph 18.) 

The tliird share, of 17-8-4, will be continued to the present reci- 

r 

* Sinee this paiaj^ph wu originally peniiad, th£ hu been either mkbidd in of 

■tolcn froui the Jniuu Gommiiaiozier’il Office, aud lias not yet been fmmd. . 

(Sigaei) T. A. Cqwmb, Captiiiii, 

Inam CommuiaLODcr N. D. 
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jiientfi, Nathajee, Ram Rao, and Narayeti Nigray, a& the flecond generation, 
one-1#ilrd of the amount tap&ing at the death of each of them. 

The fourth share, of Rs. 44*2-6, will be continued to Madhowmo Nigray, 
as the generation, and at his death half of it will be contlnuable for 
one more life, should he leave male issue. 

The fifth share, of Rs, 17-8-4, at present in the hands of Yeahwunt Rao 
and Abajee Nigray, as the second generation, will lapse at their death,— 
one-half at that of either of them. 

The payment of the siith share, of Rs. 44-2-6, which appears to have 
long ago lapsed, and to have been eontiELued owing to palpable misrepresenta¬ 
tion and fraud, will at once cease, (See paragraphs 19 to 24.) 

The seventh share, of lis. 44-2-6, at present enjoyed by Rajee and 
Nathajee Nimbalkur, as the first generation, will be attached, and only 
released in the event of their satisfactorily proving within two montlis the 
death of their father Janrao during the Peshwas^ rule, failing whicli one-haJf 
of the share will be continued to them as the second generation, lapsing 
in equal proportions on the death of either of them. (See paragraplis 26 
and 26,) 

The eighth share will be continuable to Mankojee Nimbalkur as at 
present, as the first generation, and at bis death half of it for another life, 
ehould he leave male issue. 

I have tJie honour to be, &c, 

(Signed) T. A. Cowpeu, Captain, 

Inam Commissioner Northern division. 


No. 2698 OP 1856. 


POUTICAT. DePAIITMEWT. 


From II- L. Anderson, Esq., 

Secretary to Government, Rom bay, 


To Captain T, A. Cowpeh, 

Special Commissioner, In Clurge Alienation department. 


Dated 2Qih May 1856. 

Sin,—Referring to youi report, No. 035, dated the 30th August last, upon 
the claim of the Nigruy family and others to hold in Surinjam the village of 
Ketlioor, in the Ahtnednuggur CoUectorate, I am directed to inform you that 
the Jtight Honorable the Governor in Council approves of the holdings in that 
village being arranged ad suggested in the 30th paragraph of your letter, and 
to request that you will cause effect to be given to this decision. 

1 have the honour to be, &c. 

(Signed) H. t. Anderson, 
Secretary to Government, 


Bamhay Castkf 20£A May 1856. 
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No. 651 OF 1«52. 

Froqi Captain T. A. Cowper, 

Assistant liiam Commii^Fiiuiici'^ 

To W* Hart, Esq., * 

Inam Commii^sioner. 

UaUd Pwnfif 22inf D^c^mhn' 1352. 

Sih,“-A perusal of the records of tlie Deeeun Coiiiinissioiicr, lately trans¬ 
ferred fram the Agent’s to this department, has placed me in jiossesi^ion of 
informaiiDu regarding the pensions included in the listnoiv under examination 
by me, which leads me to believe it probable that with ri'gard to some of these 
proposed grants past proceedings may have in a measiii'e escaped the rccob 
loction of the Court of Directors and the Governn^ent; for if 1 [dace a ight 
construction on these proceedings, they offer a serious obstacle to tbc i ectig- 
nition of hereditary title in any of the cases under censidemtion., 

2. The first letter regarding these claims which it is necessary ^pet^fhcally 
to notice^ is one dated the 23i'd August 1323, from the Ibitish Re^ hletitat the 
Court of the Nizam, (Sir C. Metcalfe) to the Supreme Government, in reply 
to their order previously jcceived and thus refen ed to 

“ 1 am commanded hy your letter of the 13th ultimo to nJake a Tcpresni- 
tation to Raja Chundoo LaU, stating that as . we have pmvided for the 
Jagliecrdai^ in the territories now annexed to our dominh^nfij the Rritish 
Government naturally expects that a similar iiidulgciiee sliould be sijown 
by the Government of His Highness to those who have been transferred 
to him*" 

The Jagheerdars he re refeiTcd to as having heen transfei rcd to the Ni^atrv 
were those wliose Jagheers had been made over to that pi ince by the Treaty 
of the 12th December 1322, and regarding whom a goofl deal of previous 
correspondence between the Commissioner in tlie Dcccen and the Kesident at 
Hyderabad ^ifl on record, hut not necessaiy further to advert to, as it does not 
at all affett the question which I am about to submit. 

3, ^ir C* Mttcalfe’E letter of the 23rd August argues against the expe¬ 
diency or justice of forcing the Nizam to provide for these Jaghwidars, whose 
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claims (ti‘e repaesentcd as being properly against the British GoTemment, if 
against ony party. A list of die claims was at tlie same time forwarded to^ 
the Supreme Government, showing the amount claimed as upwards of ons 
Wtk and thousand rupees* * 

4. The Supreme Government replied to the above letter on the 14th 

November 1W23, and brieily assigned reasons for differing with the Resident, 
and for enmidermg that the payment should fall upon the Nixam» Tins 
opinion of the Supreme Govennuent Tmistj however, be placed on one side, 
as it was sbojlly aftcrn'accis entirely withdrawn, having been found to have 
been finmicd on oonfLiaccI and uiistaken view of the real uneriUs of the 
casc^*; and T nicielv atlveit to it here to render the iiai rative a connected and 
inUdligiblc oivc^ aud because thd letter itself is of importance, as contairyng an 
expression of the Govei nor GeneiTirs opinion that the claim of the Jagheer- 
dafs to compensation frm fpiarien was a doubtful one. It was observed^'— 

After all, however, the Governor General in Council cannot suppose 
the piotcnsions advocated by the Commissioner in tlie Deccan to possess 
awy jJGculIa!* weigtvt, Hince, had such been the case, apparently either their 
Jaghcers would not liavebecn resumcfl by our own officers, or some specific 
provision would have been made forthctn during tlie interval which elapsed 
between the eunquest of Bajee Uno^s territories and the completion of the 
nri'augcmcnts fur the transfer of the changed disti icts to the Nizam.” 

5, The wliolc of the above coirespondcnce was on the Hth November 
3 823 fui warde<l by tbe Suj^reme Uj the Bombay Government, with a request 
that it might be communicated to the CommissionLCt tn the Deccan, the Resi¬ 
dent at Hyderabad having been jireviously informed that such a coui'se would 
be adopted, and having been at tiR same time desired to ct.inUnue to corre** 
Epond on the subject with the Commii^sioncr^ No further corrcs]x>ndcnce, 
however, did take place between these two functional ice, as tlie question was 
dihicussed through the channel of the l■e^jpcct^ve Governtucnls^ 

(h The Commissioner in the Deccan (Mr* Chaplin), when made acquaint¬ 
ed with the views and opinions of the Supreme Govemnient and of the 
licEident at [fyderabad, proceeded on the (3th Mureh 1824 thus to express 
his own sentiments ^ 

“ As some misconception seems to me to have arisen in respect to the 
nature of the claims of the individuals in question, f cannot reconcile it to 
myself to allow the matter to pafi& over unnoticed, and hope for the 
indulgcacc of Government whilst 1 proceed to place their caaea in what 
appears to me to be their proper light*” 

Tile misconception adverted to was one entertained both Hyderabad and 
Calcutta, that the J iighcerdai's" claims were on the old dominions of tlie Ni'^am^ 
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whereas Mr. Chaplin now exfilained them to hear ^^dasweli/ on the CUouth 
formerly belonging to the PesUwa, but entiiely made over in fiee gift to the 
Pjizam by A’tide IL of the Treaty of the 12th December 1S32. 

7, Mn Chaplin further explained tlmttUe whole of the Jaghoerdary’ dnims 
oil the Chouth amounted to about five lahlts nf rupees j out of which lie pro¬ 
ceeded to select claims amouutiug to about fortff thousand rupeesf and to 
Uiisign reasons for strongly recommending that the Nizam should be called 
upon to pay this latter amount* TJiis selection wais explained as follows : _ 

''It now only remains to account for tlic s^mallness of the present demamb 
when compared with the total amount stated to have been held by pcrscnis 
of this description. For this purpose f have had a statement ]>rcpaTed, 
exhibiting the names of tli« hotders^ the amount enjoyed by each indivkhiab 
and the pravision subsequently made for those whose possessions foi'ined a 
part of the five lakfis. It should be observedj however, that tlieac persons, 
l>eing adherents to the Peshwa^ held, in the greater uurnber of iustance.H, 
large Jagbeers, &c, in his more immediate dominions, which being l■esnlued, 
their reduced circumstanccfi were taken into considemtioii hy our Govern- 
luent, and an adequate mainteuuilce made Jbr llicin, os will appear from tlie 
Etatement/* 

tf- 1 liave already staled in paragraph 3 that the claims of the Ja iieor- 
dars at first put forward and recommended for liquidation aiiuiuu*jed to 
upwards of one kifth and eighteen thousa7id rupees; this sum Mr. Chaplin 
reduced, as sliown ia the last [laragrajjli, to ^hout Jori^ thousand rnpecs, autl 
thus explained his reason for doing so 

“ In making this demand it may, In considemtion of the financial cmbar^- 
rnssments of the Nhaufs Govenimcnt, he desirable to limit it as far as 
possible^ and I have, thcrofoi'e, again in choired into llic cireumslmices, ctm- 
dition, and title to consideration of each iiuHviduat, and beg to siiluint tin; 
accompanying list [amounting to Ks* 4f),340j of those yi'liose cluinif^, lu 
tny opinion, merit particularly the iutercesaion of our Gcivcmment in tlicir 
behalf;^ 

tJ. Sir C. Metcalfe was made acquainted with Mr, Chaplin's recommen¬ 
dation, and dll tlie Gth June forwarded a de,^patch on the subject, cliurae- 
tcrised by the Government of India an a highly able, comprebemive, and 
perspicuous exposition of this Intheitu ill-understood question,” Neatly the 
whole of the Ileaident's letter is devoted to ah elaborate and stsongfy vv- 
pressed exposition of the injustice and inexpediency of calling upontlic Nizam 
to comJ>ly with even 3ff\ Chaplinas modyiefl recomynendation (vitlc paragraph 
8); and this i#a subject with which my present reference has nothing In do, 
but tlicre ai‘C some incidental allusions to the rfdidfff/ af the dfdms themseluest 
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Jiiid to (;ii'(;uinsLiinoe& be»i ing on their validity or otherwiJiO, ^vhioli^ aj$ tuoinmg 
from so able a man, and as havtng been cordially concurred in by the Su¬ 
preme Government, cannot be omitted. 

IOp Article X. of the Treaty of the 12th December 1822 is vjnoted at 
length by the Hesident, and 1 here allude to it because it sho^vs that as 
regaids the cessions made to the Nt^am, were disposed of under rules 

obviously equitable and consideratOj but actually lesa favimrahh to the former 
holders of them than those which in some cases it is proposed to apply to 
SurUjatmt or^what amounts to the same thing—to pensions granted in lieu 
of them. Article X. provides that Inam grants shall be respected by tlie Ni¬ 
zamis Government, “ provided those grants shall have been in force at the 
breaking out of hostilities with the Peeliwa^n the month of November 1817, 
and that tlie lioideis of them shall have performed tlie conditions prescribed 
in Mr. Elpliinstone^s proclamation dated the 11th February 1818.” 

11. ‘With rcgaid to these loams, which were guaranteed, Sir C. Metcalfe 
in a subsequent portion of this despatcli states ;— 

**»At an early period, Mr. Elpbtuetone informed Mr. Russel! that Inams, 
Wutuns, and Wnrahasuns were to be continued in the territory acquired 
by live Company, unless the owners had adhered to the Peshwa as late as 
the 12th April 1818, and recommended the same rule for adoption by the 
Nizam;' 

Those are the I^ss favourable terms** alluded to in my last paragraph: they 
are conslilered less iUvom^ble because it is presumed that the Nizam has 
certainly not conceded more than Mr. El phi ns lone recommended, while U it 
a fact that some of those recommended for pensions now? proposed to be 
declared herediia'i'y did not make tlreir appearance until long after the 12tli 
April 1818. 

12. The 20th paragraph of the Resident’s letter I quote entire ; it contains 
what seems to me an exceedingly stioug argument against insisting on the 
recognition of tlie Jagheerdars’ claims by the Nizam, but which argument I 
take to be just us applicable to the recognition by the British Government of 

‘Iwrcditarij of the claimants ; and I cannot see how the grant of 
herediicrry pensions in commutation of any portion of these clattos can escape 
the construction of a recognition of title, the extension of w'hich to the enor¬ 
mous remainiug mass of claims of a precisely similar character it would 
apparently be difUcult, if ppt impossible to refuse under any rules, or on 
any groimds otherwise than arbitrary ones, Sir^ C. Metcalfe's 20th para¬ 
graph is as follows 

Tlie claims now advanced by Mr. Cliaplin are less jthan a twelfth 
of the whole amount of the Choudi Jaghcers. They are selected arbltra- 
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lily—that is, by our own will, without reference to the Niiaju—from tbe 
mafi& of Jagheer claims on the Chouth. If we are warranted by the Treaty 
in insifitinf; on theae, we might insist on more. In fact, those claims, 
when last brought foi-ward by Mr. Chaplin, were stated at an amount 
nearly treble of the present total to which they have been reduced at 
bis sole pleasure and discretion. But the original total of these claims 
came to nearly the half of the whole Chouth,—the value of the Chouth was 
the only clear gain proffered to the in the Treaty. Is it to be 

supposed that in that Treaty he ceded back to us the right to deprive him 
of half of his acquisition without difficulty or demur, and even without 
niention of the cession ? Yet sudi is the unavoidable conclusion if we 
contend that we have a right'by Article of the Ti-eaty to require from 
the Ni^am any portion that we choose to fix of the Clmutb Jagheers ; for 
if we arbitiurily demand a portion, we must have an equal tight to demand 
thewliole, tliej'e being no stipulation in the Treaty to prevent ub* If it 
cedes any, it cedes all ^ but I think it is clear tliat it cedes none:.^^ 

13, The following passage, which occurs in the 23rd paragraph of Sir C, 
Metcalfe's letter, illustrates, 1 think, in a remarkable manner tlic difficulty 
which may arise, should an herediiar^ title be once recognised 

* “But Jagheers were excluded especially with regard to the Nham's 
territoiies. For instance,—the Punt Suchew was tme of tlie first uf the 
ChiefiJ who left the Pealiwa, on which account Mr. Elphinatone promised 
him his whole Jagheer, excepting liis claims on the ^Nizam's cou itry. The 
Jagheer claims ol tlic Akulkote Raja in the Nizam’s territory were aho 
denied him on the Ame principle." 

The above is, I think, under present circumstances, jTe[>Icte with signifi¬ 
cance, and I shall again, more particularly refer to its possible application in 
a subsequent portion of this letter. 

14. Sir C. Metcalfe took occasion to iccO'rd his own lientiments on the 
propriety of the Jagheer resumptions. The opinion of a man of such ability 
and experience must be entitled to very great respect, even though opposed 
to that of Mr. Elphinstone. It was but partially, however, and on one pbint 
only that they difiered, and that was not in regard to Jaghcersj and to Ja- 
ffheers alon& is this reference confined* Ill the late discussions regarding the 
pension lists, and in the Court of Directors' observations regarding them, I 
can, nowhere find a single allusion to the feet that the resumption of tfm Chouth 
Saffheers was a peneral one, and that it conii'nwes so up £o the presettt /tourj — 
the valije of auch resumptions being more tliau Jive lakhs of rupees. I now 
quort entire th^ Resident's 26th paragraph :— 

“ It might be asked why pei'sonal Jagheers wei^ not reserved 
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Well viS those other alienetioiiis of revenue called Inaias. It is not iii' 
cumbent on me to unewer tltis question^ as I am not responsible for the 
dzstinctioR. } am of opinion that Inams for the most part might have been 
resumed as well as Jagbeers, and that it was not necessary Ur continue 
cither; but it was determined by the proper authorities that the Inams 
should be preserved and the Jagheers resumed," 

15. The last quotation which I have to make from this despatch is on the 

subject of the necessity or otherwise of making any c<mpensatU>n at all on 
account of the Chouth Jagheers. Sir C. Metcalfe thought the question a 
doubtful onCj on tliS of il/r* ChfijiHn Mmsielf, and thua expix^aaod 

his doubts in the commencement of t!ie 72nd paragi'aph ;— 

'^The fii’st question tube decided js, whetlier any provision for these 
Jagheerdars he necesBaiy or not. Tliis seems doubtful: Mr, Chaplin has 
before declared, that if the Ki^am chooses not to provide for tliem^ it will 
not be incumbent on us to do bo,—F rom which it would appear to be a 
matter of option," 

1 would liere remark that what was then considered as of such doubtful 
necessity, and was afterwards eon ceded only at Mr. Chaplin's earnest stdici- 
tation and in a Jeu> cascSf was merely a temporary pccunutry provision, Ivvcii 
the latter officer advocated nothing further than this, and this obviously af¬ 
forded no precedent on which others could come forward with claims. It W'as 
an arbitrary distribution of the bounty of the Government to objects selected 
as the most requiring or the most deserving of it. 

16. The Supremo Government acknowledged the receipt of Sir C. Mct- 
calfe^s dei^patch on the 25th February 1825, and, after ]yassing the iiighesst 
ponaible eulogium on the writer, cjc pressed an entire concurrence in his views, and 
decisively relinquished all claim on the Ni7am for the j’kayment of compensation 
to the Chouth Jaglieerdurs, The Goveiiimant despatch thus concluded, and 
the paragraph seems apecially deserving of attention i — 

“ Neither does any obligation appear to attacfi to the TTonoruble Comjiany 
to provide for the Chouth JagliecrdarSi who have suffered by the events of 
the war in common w5th their late sovereign, Bajee Rao; but the final 
decision of lliis part of the question, of course, belongs to tlie Government 
of Bombay." 

17. Sir C. Metcalfe's despatch of tlie 5tii June, aiid the above dccisiou 
passed upon il, having been duly communicated to the Govemmciit of BtJin- 
bay, tliat Government on the 2ad April 1825 tlius addressed JMr. Ghaplin i— 

“ In continuation of fonner concspumlcnce regarding tl^ claims of the 
Jaghcerdars who have been deprived of their posscsBiuns in Ilis Highness 
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tbe Nizamis Botninton& by the recent exchanges with His Ilighneas I liave 
the^honour to tmTiumlt to you copy of a,despatch from the Seoi-ctary to 
the SuprcTie Government, dated the 25tb February last, on the nubjoct, 
and to*icqueiit that you will be pleased to favour the Governor General in 
Council with your opinion wliother any ami what measures elioiild be 
adopted by the British Government for iiidcmnii'ying the Jagheerclais in 
question, under the decision now passed that they liave no claim on the 
Nizam's Government/' 

18. On the 11th April 1835 Mr. Chaplin replied to tJie Bombay Govern¬ 
ment, as follows:— 

“ In reply, I liave the Imiiour to state tliat as hopes of obtaining com¬ 
pensation have from the fiist been held out to them, they oijght, perhaps, 
to receive something, the amount of which will depend on the pleasure of 
Government. The etioloHed list shown what 1 thought they ought to iiave 
received from the Nizam, and the lea^st they ought out of humanity to get 
from us, though we are not absolutely bound to provide for them.’' 

1 w'ould here solicit a reference to my 15tb paragraph, in which'I have 
explained the terms on w'hieh imto vision was at last made for it y™ selected 
ChoutJi Jaghcci’dars, The above quotation from Mr. Chaplijfs letter shov'J*, 
I "think, lliat he had no intention of recommending anything baaed on an 
admission gf tide of any sort, much less au hereditary one, 

19. Mr. Clinplin^s proposal was sanctioned by the Bombay (hivemmenl 
on the 25tii April 1835, and so mattestood when the Court of Diicctois, in 
the 23rd paragraph of u despatch to the Government of Bombay, dated the 
13tb of Ajnil 1843, ill reviewing some proceedings in regard certain lapsed 
pensions, remarked aisifollows 

** Your proceedings in these cases were in exact conformity to the provi¬ 
sions of the Poona pension lists. We are, however, not satisfied that the 
claims of penaioncra whose allowances were granted in Ueu of landed pos¬ 
sessions were always duly considered in that list. In the ca&e of Venkutiao 
Govind (the first case reported), the pension t>f Bs. 200 per annum * was in 
lieu of personal Jaglieer situated in the country ceded to the Nizanf j and 
in another case, that of Dulled Khan, barbarously murdeied ispcentlj in 
the Nizam’s country, the pension was also ^ in lieu of a personal Jagheer 
held by Imam Bhaldar,’ father of the deceased. Whatever rules may be 
ultimately prescribed in relation to Jaglieer*land» should be extended to 
pensiqps granted in commutation of such lands. In most cases, no doubt, 
the blaim to the land eannot have amounted to a hereditary right; otlierwise, 
m the liherlil arrangements made fay Mr, Elphinstone, the land itself would 
liavc been continued instead of a pension. Vet this may nut always have 
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been the case, especially when the land formed part of territory ceded to 
a Native prince, nor moat it forgotten that the ce^&ionfl made to the 
Nizam were nnacoomponied with the usual stipulations against the resump¬ 
tions of Inams and WutunB/- 

20. Under these instructions, lists were prepared by the Agent for Stj'dars, 
who, on tlie 12th January 1844, in handing them up to Government, observed 
that it seemed clear that the Court of Directore, in speaking of pensions iti 
commutation for Surinjams, alluded only to thoi^e who, on the principles an¬ 
nounced and acted on by the Dnlish Government, had just claims to Surin- 
jams, which they lost in the adjustment of the lerriturial claims of British 
allies, or of which tliey were otherwise deprived by the British GoveiTuneiit.” 
Mr, Warden also pointed out that Inams and lYurshasuns ujcre reserved by 
Article X. of the Treaty with the Nizam, and observed that this “ would ap¬ 
pear to have at the moment escaped the notice of the Court of Directors.^’ 

21« Mr. Warden^s lists were subsequently^ under orders fiom Government, 
revised by his successor, Mr. Brown, but the revision seems to liftve been 
almost a nominal one, but few nlterations of consequence haying been mode, and 
those few not at all affecting the present question. These revised lists are now 
about to undergo a final scrutiny by this department, which, as organised for 
the express purpose and wuth special reference to the perlbrmance of such 
duties, has, of course, at its disposal means superior to any that have hitherto 
existed. Before, however, applying tliis test and finally reporting on each 
case, 1 deem it right to make this reference, as the circumstances above 
detailed, which have only very lately come Co my tuowledge, lead me to doubt 
whether the inquiry referred to in paragraph VJ was onleied with a full 
recollection of past proceedings, and whether Government oi the Honorable 
Court of Directors have ever anticipated tlmt claims to an enormous amount 
may be preferred by persons deprived of lands held by them on £he 

same teraire^^ that which it is now proposed shall confer an hereditary title to 
pension, or whether this has been anticipated and Government are prepared 
to negative all such claims. 

22. t have only to add my belief that out of the Chouth Jagheers, amount¬ 
ing to Rs. 5,00,000, which were resumed, by far the greater portion would, 
on inquiry, be found tu have been held at the breaking out of the war in a, 
1817, and to have been granted by the Sattara Rajas previous to A. n. 1761, 

t have tbe honour to be, &e. 

t Signed) T. A, Cow per, Capta^p, 

Assistant Inam Commissioner. 
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No. 1570, 

■ 

From W Hart, E&q., 

* Inam Commissioner^ 

To A. Malet, Eeq., 

Chief Secretary to Government, Bombay, 

J)ated Kfumdalhif 13t7t January 1653» 

Sm,—With reference to your letter No. 4249, date<l Ist October I&52, I 
have the honour of stating that the scrutiny of the eupplemental pension lists 
to which it relates k proceeding; but as there is ari important question'eon- 
nected with one class of pensions granted in lltuof resumed Surinjamsj—^which 
question, as a general one, seems to require the early decision of Goremment,—■ 
I wouM beg the attention of the Right Honorable the Governor in Council 
to the fallowing circumstances, and to Captain Cowper^s letter. No, 651^ dated 
22nd December 1852, herewith submitted, 

2, The pensions to which this question relates are those which wora 

granted in a, d. 1825, in lieu of Jagheere which had been chuTges on the 

Swuraj revenue ceded to His Highness the Niiarabythe Treaty of the 12th 

December 1822, 

* 

3, The records of Govemraent show that the whole of these Jagi;cers 

(which wei’O generally spoken of as the Chouth Jagheera) were vabred at 
Tls, 5,00,000, but that, after a very full and protracted discussion, (whicli lasted 
from A. 1823 until 1825, and in which tlie right of the dispossess jd Jaghecr- 
dars to compensation was discussed by the Supreme Government and that of 
Bombay, as well as by Mr, Chaplin and Sir Charles Metcalfe,) the Govern¬ 
ment of India recorded as their opinion that no obligation attached either 
to the Nizam or to the Honorable Company to provide for the Chouth Ja- 
gbeerdars who had " sufTerad by the events of the war in commo^with their 
late sovereign, Bajee Rao*” . 

4, The Government of Bombay was left to form a final opinion on tliis 
point, and they did so by sanctioning a proposal by Mr, Gbaplinthat a certaiti 
fete of the dispossessed Jagheerdars should be pensioned "far iifo" 

5, A reference to the correspondence which took place at the time, aitd 
which resulted tn ibis arrangement, will show that whatever may have been 
the case with regard to ordinary claims, it one of the claims of the Choui/t 
Jaghcerdars need have been classed by the Htjnorable Court of Directors 
among tlwiGe of which they were apprelieneive (vide paragraph 32 of the 
Honorable Court’s despatch No* 8, of 12th April 1842) that the circum* 
stances of the*pensioners were not ** duly coneidered,^^ had thny been made 
aware t)f or remembered the discussion of A* D* 1823 to 1825, 
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* 6, I conclude, furtlwT, that thene can be no doubt that when the Honorable 
Court, on the grounds of the ^pprehenstoti noticed above, decided in para" ' 
graph 32 of their despatch No, 8 of 1842 that—“ Whatfver rules may be 
ultinmtely prescribed in relation to Jagheer lands should be extended to 
pensiona granted in commutation for auch lands,” they intended only that such 
pensions should be continued permanently as were granted in lieu of Sudu' 
jams which would have been continued permanently had not the pensions 
been substituted for them, and not to pensions granted as a life provision out 
of charity to persons who had been by the conquest of the country dispoa- 
sessed of assignments on its revenues, and had merely, as explained by the 
Supreme Government, ** suffered by the events of the war jn common witli 
theip late sovereign*” n * ^ 

7* B ut from pensions o f many desc d ptions having been entered without su tH- 
cient classification in a document known as the ** Poona Pension List,” there 
was nothing to keep Government reminded as to which of those entered as 
given in lieu of Jagheer were of tlie class which had been hnally decided on 
after the discussion alluded to above in my 3rd and 5th paragraphs, and which 
of them were assigued in lieu of Surinjams which would have lieen continue 
able on the grounds of title under the Surinjam Rules lately approved of by 
the Honorable Court- And, therefore, the Court, having from, these list?, in- 
formatioTi only of the ^ts that certain pensions (reported as now stopped) had 
been originally granted in lieu of Jaglieer, were naturally apprehensive dial 
some hardship had taken [dace through an oversighl, which a reference to the 
correspondence now brought to notice will siiow not to liave occurred at any 
rate with respect to pensitms assigned to the Cbouth Jagheerdars* 

8. It seems a subject of regret that when the 32nd paragrajili of the 
Honorable Court's despatch No. 8 of 1S42 was referred for the leport of the 
Agent for Sirdars, with die Govcinment letter No. 100, dated 13th January 
1843, he not in Ids reply recall the facts above mentioned to the attention 
of Government ;^but it docs not yet seem too late to bnng them to the notice 
of the Honorable Co'urt, so as to obtain dieh' Ulstmetions as to whctlier or not 
the decision of a* d* 1825 is to be upheld, 

9, In adverting to the difficulties which will attend the Honorable Court's 
throwing over the decision of a* d* 1825 based on the idea that the grant of 
ffyti'l>ensjons in some coses to the Chouth Jaglieoi'dars was a measure of 
indulgence and not one dependent on any iilte of tlie pensioners, Captain 
Cowper at the close of liii^ 21st paragraph aigues us if he believed that 
Government would thereby deservedly lay themselves open, to the charge of 
inconsistency were they to reject the numerous claims of others who’'had as 
good iitics to their Chouth Jagheers os those Jugheerdurs who were favoured, 
at Mr* ChapLiifs recommefidutionj with Iife-peneioni$ ; and although I insider 
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IliEit 1)0 substantLv'c itijustice would tliua be done^ .At)d tliat a£ Govern^ 
'fiient liad an undisputed right to resume pW the Jagheers in question, 
the many from whom they have been resumed without coinpenaation have no 
hfvnSi jftfe on the State because Government may choose to compensate 

a few m the same manner 0 ^ \f a title were recognised, J am constrained to 
admit that so doing may have an appi^aarance of arbitiaty eapHce, which a 
strict adherence to the settlement of 1835 would avoid ; and that such 
adherence would, in fact, be less likely to revive a feeling of dissatiafoction 
and distrust of tlie impartiality of Government than the application to a 
portion of the pensioned Chouth Jagheerdars of rules connected with title 
wliich it would be most expensive and impolitic to apply lo all the Jagheer- 
dars dispossessed under the s^me^circumstaui;^®^ 

10. Captain Cowper's letter contains a clear and contiruious history of the 
transactions to which I have considered it neccsfiary to allude bat briefly; and 
I would, therefore, solicit the hest attention of Government to it, begging to 
notice only tins fact, in addition to what I have written above, that the 
assuniption of Captain Cow per at the close of his 18th jiaragraph tlia^ Mr^ 
Chaplin *Miad no intentiyii of recommending anything based on an admission 
of dth of any sort, niach less an hereditaiy one/' is borne out by the head¬ 
ing pf tlie list of proposed jiensions submitted by him on the llth April 1825 ‘ 
and sanctioiusd by Government on the 25th idem, in which all the prop'.sed 
pensions arc'Specifically limited as to be grunted/br The list In -juea- 

tion was not in Cajitaiu Cciw[wr'fl]>osses!5ioti when he wrote his letter Kn. (i51, 
now submitted, or he W'Ould, doubtless, have mentioned this faetm ivddilion to 
those cited by him, 

]], I atn lepjjectfully of opinion that it would be a^lvfsable that Govem- 
ment shoTild act with regard to the Cliouth Jagheerdars' pensions in confor¬ 
mity witli the decision of a. d. 1825, until the Honorable Court of Hirectors 
Rlmll have the opportunity of considering wliether, under tlie circajUJitances 
now brought to notice by Captain Cowper, that decision shosld be disturbed 
by the metnietjons ctmveyod in paragraph 32 of the Honorable Courts de- 
fipatch No. H of 1842, whkh do not seem to have been issued with the 
recollection of the diseubsion mentioned above in my 3rd paragraph. 

I have the honour to be, &c* 

(Signed) Hart, 

• Inom Comraissionei. 
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To W. Haht, Eflcj,, 

Inam Commiaaioner, 


Political Depart hemt. 


SiHj— 1 am dijected by tlie Honorable the Governor in Conncil to 

acknowledge the receipt of your letter dated the 13th instant, No, 1570, and 
to inform you that Government is of opinion that in all cases in which 
hereditary right to Jaghecrs was refused, no pension granted to the person 
whose claim was so rejected can be considered hereditary, unles!» especially 
declared to be ao at the time of the grant, 

2, All your proceedings rdtfdve to such claims should be baaed on this 
view, which will be reported for the orders of the Honorable the Court of 
Directors, 

1 have the honour to bcj &c, 

(Signed) A, Malet, 

I Chief Secretary, 

lioTJUfai/ Castlij 25th JcLaitaiy 1853, 


JSj^tract I^araffraphs 11 \^fr<m a l^tspaich from th^ Hcmwahte ihc Vourt 
of iHrectors, dated the ISth May, JVh. 27 of 1853. 

Para. 11, We are much concerned to leara that Mr. Hart has found 

]. 1 t 0 15. Further prn- reason to believe that “ errors and oversights” of a 
cee[Lin{;B connerted with grave nature have occurred in forming the revised 

Brflwn,of irtusionn eii]ay^\ »arinjam lists which at present regulate tlic continue 

in commutELkiDn of 8uria^ anco or resumption of Surinmma. You have called 
jama, 

on Mr, Hart to “ report in detail upon each of the 
cases” with reference to which he has reason to think that such errors have 
been committed,, and as the lists of pensions in lieu of Surinjams, though 
approved by ua, had not yet been firLally adopted, you have very properly 
placed them in abeyance, and referred them to Mr, Hart for the purpose of 
testing their accuracy, 

* 12, Mr, llart^s Assistant, Captain Cowper, with whom Mr, Hart expresses 
his concurrence, has called in question the right of any holder of a pension 
granted in lieu of a Surinjum to anything mure than a life-teaura. These 
claims all arose frem resumptions by the Nizamis Govemment, In the ar¬ 
rangements made after the fall of the Peshwa, the N izam wa^ released from 
the payment of Choutli, and certain districts were also made oveJ to him. 
The British Government stipulated that the Nizam should not resume Tnama 
and Wurslmsunsj but after much considenEtion determined to make no simi- 
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Iftt stipulation with regard to Suritijams. The Surinjams chargeable on the 
Chouth alone amounted, it is atated, to not le^ than R?, 5,00,000 per annum, 
of which Cantain Cowper expreaaes his belief that the greater part were 
granted by the Satlara Rajas previous to 175L It was held, however, that 
neither waa the bound to continue them, nor our Government to make 

compensatton for them; and in a comparatively small number of instanced 
only, on special grounds, pensions were granted by oar Government, whidi 
grants, Mr* Hart ia of opinion, should be regarded as acts of libetality or cha¬ 
rity, not giving a right to such consideration as has been shown to holders of 
Surinjams in the territory acquired by ourselves, 

13, We think this argument good so far as it affects Surinjams chargeable 
on the Chouth. Tlieae being mere money*payments from a branch of the 
public revenue, cannot be regarded in the same light with landed possessions 
or Iluks. The event of the war put an end to the Chouth itself and to all 
payments chargeable on it. The Nizam could not be expected to continue 
payments from the spoils of his own country to those to whom they had been 
allotted by his predatory neighbours ; and even Tnams cliaigeable on such a 
fund would not have had a well founded claim to further continuance, were it 
not for the pro mi lie contained in Mr. El phinstone's proclamation. But it is 
otherwise with such of these Surinjams ajs consisted of landed jiossessions in 
districts transferred to the Nizam. These, if of older date than 1751, would 
have been eonsidered hereditary, if the country had remained under orj go¬ 
vern u lent, and any pensions which have been granted to the holders in conse^ 
qucnce of tlieir dispossession should be treated in tim Hume manner. Tina 
does not imply, as Captain Cowper supposes, that we should rfLcognlsc the 
claims of j>er 30 nii to whom no pensions have buen alhitted. It irt one thing to 
recall Into existence claims which wero rejected thirty-five ago, and 

another lo give to actual possessors the benefit of the principles on wliieli their 
cases would be tlecided if they now for the first time came before us. In 
our letter of the 12th April 1842, referred to by Captain Cowper, the only pen¬ 
sions of which we spoke were tlioae granted in commutation of “ Jagheer 
lands" situated in territory ceded to a Native prince. We never intended 
to apply the same rule to those granted in commutation for payments from 
the Chouth, and, if we rightly utldei stand Mr, Hart, he recognises tlte 
KLme distinction. We desire, therefore, that it he kept in view in revising 
the lists. 
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No, 95 OP 1853. 

From Captain T, A. Cowpe^i, 

Assistant Inam pooimmioi^rf 

To W* Haht, E&q.f 

Inam Commisflioner. 

Dated Doona, 25M Fchruftiy 1853, 

Sib,—I hare the honour to report the result of my inquiry (ordered in the 
Chief Secretary's letter No* 4249, of the let October 1852) ref^ardiri^ the 
pension numbered 14 of Class III* in the revised lifits submitted to Govern¬ 
ment by the Agent for Sii-dars, Mr. Brown, under date the 4th June 1851* 

2^ This pension is one of Rs. 320, Manuclcjce wulud Bahadoor 1 eing 
shown in th^ revised lists aa the original grantee thereof* It is also shown 
that this pension was never included in any of the previous pension lists which 
have at intervals been prepared* 

3* Such being the ease, and Mr. Brownes revised lists containing the re¬ 
mark that “ no infotmation" was procurable in regard to the age of Manuckjee 
wulud Bahadoor, and that '^it is not known where this pensioner resides and 
receives his pension and whether he has any ^ons/^ 1 addressed the Agent for 
Sird^s on the 9lh November last (No, 485) as follows :■— 

Adverting to the pension entered as No* 14 of Glass 111, in the revised 
lists in the name of Manuckjee wulud Bahadoor, oiid to the column of 
remarks, in which it is stated that *• it in not known where this pensioner 
resides and receives his pension and whether he has any sons,' may 1 
request the iarour of your informing me whether your records afford any 
information regarding the payment of the pension or the existence of 
Manuckjee, subsequent to the date of tlie original grant by Mr* El- 
phinstone*” * 

4* Th^ Agent for Sirdars replied under date the 19th instant. No* 39, 
and hae Informed me that his " records do not afford any information regarding 
the payment o^the pension or the existence of Manuckjee wulud Bahadoor, 
subsequent to the date of the original grant by Mr, Elphlnstone*'^ 
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■ 5 , Under these circumstances, it seems to me that this pension should not 
have been entered tn the revis^ lists, and that it should now be expunged 
from tb&m. 1 have, tlierefore, abstained from attempting any inquiry into eJie 
nature of the grant, pending instructions, and until I learn wheth/^r Groveru'' 
tnent deem any furtlier inquiiy pi^ctieable or necessary* 

1 have the honour to be, &c* 

(Signed) T- A* Cowpbb, Captain, 
Assistant limm Commissioner. 


^^o* 1933. 

Urom W. IIaht, Esq., 

Inam Commissioner, 

To A, Malet, Eaq., 

Chief Secretary to Government, 

Dated-B&iffOJtiiJi} I4th Aptil 1853. 

Sin^—1 have the honoiJr to ftubmit a report. No. 95, dated ^Sth February 
1853, from my Assistant, Captain Cowper, regarding tlie pension numbered 
14 of Class I II. in the revised lists submitted'to Government by the Agent 
for Sirdars, Mr, Brovm, under date the 4th June 1851. 

2, As the Agent for Sirdars informed Captain Cowper that he could give 
no information a» to tiie exiatenee of tlie supposed pensioner, or of the pay¬ 
ment of llie pension aince the date of its grant by Mr. Elphinstone, [ referred 
on the 12th ultimo to the Accountant Genei'al, who, probably fram being unable 
to give the neceseary information, transferred my letter to the Civil Auditor ; 
and he, in a letter No. 1015, dated 30tU idem, informs me tliat “ on reference 
to the annual statements of political stipends and Wurshasuna, for life and 
hereditary, payable by tlie Collectors of Rutnagherry, Tamia, Footia, Ahmed- 
nuggur, Khande^sh,'Belgium, and Dhurwur,-the pension of.Hs. 32D of 
Manuckjee vrulud Bahndoor is not traceable.'^ 

3, As it is evident that if this pension b&«till paid Goramtnent ought to 
know from what treasury itds dtsburoed, in order that some fiuparfision> may 
be' hod over its'futurts cDhtmuonco ; and as ifdt ia not paidrat.aU, in opuse- 
quence ofthe death of Mft&uchjee and hb eons, or other cauaes, it ought not to 
be entered in the revised^hst, Twould suggest that Government ahpuld forbid 
the payment of the pension in question from any of its treasuries, until the 
Agent for Sudara.can certify tbat^th&pciiBOn'jeiitcred as'^praseiiit penaioner’^ in 
tliat last is^alive, 

4, ■Witlnraipect-to;jDme of the reiotrlcs^ nagardiog Uus pcfjsinn (Noi i4>of 
Class nif} conAawedialthe 15thjciiiiitiimof^Mr, Bnmfe'sdistofths 4*h 
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1851, I obaervfe he treaty Mr. Turquand's lettra^ (quotedV his Appendijc 
* R) as qjitirely the result of misiaformation regarding the subject of which it 
treats* In ps ragraph 10 of bis letter, Mr, Turquand writes,—" In the pension 
li&t Manuckjee Bargeer is exhibited os having been granted a pension of 
Its* 320 in lieu of a Surinjam of Ra, 2,.000 granted in 1802, and resumed by 
the British Government on its accession/^ and tn his 11th paragraph shows 
the erroneouBness of such a statement* Mr* Brown simply states that Mr. 
Turquand^s remarks are not in accordance with the list of the Honoreble 
Mr. Elpliinstone, in which it is stated that'Manuckjee wulud BahadoorBaigeer 
held a Bminjam of-Rs* and a pecuniary pension Of Hs* 380 was given 
in lieu off hi a/''Jtc. 

5, I tJiLuk Mr* Brown taight have pei-ctived that Mr* Turquand in hie 
10th paragraph alluded only to tlie Agenfslrst No. 3, Eubmitfed with his letter 
No* 60, dated 16th April 1844; under No. 12 of which it appears to be 
stated that Manuckjee’s pension of Rs* 320 was assigned in Gonsideraftoii of 
his having held b Surinjam of Rs. 2,000, granted to him in 1802, though^the 
date of its resi^umption is not mentioned, sod that the opinion stated by Mr* 
Turquand with respect to swcA an entiy was correct* 

6. With respect to his aesertion that Mr* Rl[jhinatone*ft list that it 

wn\in lieu of a Surinjam, vtihwd at Us, 399, that the pension of Rs* 320 waL> 
given, Mr. Brown is in error, if ttie list to which he alludes be that sahhilited 
Ay the CffmikissiQHer to the SuprentB Government in 1819, for the copy <-f that 
list, forwarded to me with your letter No* 877, dated 2Gth February 1853, 
contains no such valuation as that alluded to by Mr* Brown* It is true that 
memoranda of valuation. See. ore inserted under the column of mime of each 
Sui'injamdar, in the office cojty of the list on the Agent’s records, and in the 
transcripts of that copy,* which are probably supposed by tlie Bombay Govern¬ 
ment to be copicfl of the original list. But, for the reasons stated in para¬ 
graph 2 of my letter No. 1657, dated lOth January 1863, it seems dangerous 
to look upon them as proof of the grounds of Mr- Eiphinstoiuc’s recommenda^ 
lions, in sujMJtaeaaion of the proof afTurded by the list tinned and submitted 

hint to the Supreme Government. 

1 have tJie honour to be, &c* 

■f 

(Signed) W* 

Inam Commissioner* 
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N<5. 2547 OP 1853. 


To the Iham CouuiBBiONZit. 


PoiiITlOAL DEPAJtTMfiKT, 


SiK,—am directed by the Higbi Honorable the 0ovemor in Council to 
acluiowledge the receipt of Mr. Hart's letter No. 1933, dated the 14th April 
last, forwarding an original communtcation to hia addresa from Captain 
Cowper^ regard]!^ the pension standing in the name of Manuckjee ivulud 
Bahadoor, forming entry No. 14 in Glasa Hi* of Mr* Brown^a rerised lists of 
penBiotifi granted in coramutation of Sui-injatrvs* 

2* Id reply, I am dcBined to inform you, that under the circumstanceB 
brought to notice in the above eorreapondenoe, Hia Lordship in Council has 
resolved, aa su^ested by Mr* Hart in the 3rd parogmph of his letter, to pro¬ 
hibit any further paymentB being made from any of the Company's treasuries, 
on account of this pension, until the Agent for Sirdars may be able to certify 
that Manuckjee wulud Bahadoor ia really alive* 

1 have the honour to be, 

(Signed) H* E* Goldshxd, " 
Secretary to Government, 


Bfmhaiif CaatUj Jtmc 1853. 
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No* 9G OP 1353* 

From Captain T, A. CowPErt, 

Assistant Inam Comniissionerj 

To W. IJnET, Fsq., 

Inam Commissioner* 

Ztated Poonaj 25th Pchmari/ 1853. 

I have the honour to report the result of my inquiry (ordcretl in tlie 
Chief Secretary's letter No. 4249, of the 1st Octoher 1852) reg’arding the pen¬ 
sion numbered 13 of Class 111. in the revised lists submitted to Govetnment 
under date the 4th June 1351, by the Agent for Siixlars, Mr, "Brown. 

2. By a Sunud the registry of which in the State diaries is fortJicoming 

under date the 6th of Ramzan, Teesa Teesain Mya wu Ulluf (12th ^'ebruary 
A, D, 1799jj. the last Peshwa, Bajee Rao, assigned the Jagheer and Surdeslv- 
tnookeo UrnuU of village of BabooLgaum and its hamlet Coleewaree,^ 
together with a Koorun, for the maintenance of the troops (PagrO tommanded 
by Jallojee Babur^ the value of tlie assignment being shown a-. ],G5L 

3. The wordingof the Sunud is dear and distinct, and as on tt hinges tlie 
question upon which G^ovemmenthave to decide, the required extract is given 
below in the original character, as well as my translation :—^ 

7ra7tslation, T/te Sun^id as registered. 

The Jaghcer and Surdeahmookee atst v irra^nfl ittk 

Umnlfl, and also the Koorun of the ^^TX^ ^ 

village of Bahoolgaum and its hamlet ifait 

Goleewaree, in the Baraee Tumf of qiiirfl 

the Barsee Purguna, are from the f^^i^ 

present year assigned for the main¬ 
tenance of the troops (Paga) under 
Jaitojee Babur* « 

4. Itrfs equally clear that no alteration was ever made by the Peshwa in 
the terfciE of the grant, which, apparently, remained in force up to the war in 
A, D* 1817, ^lie latest account of the Barsee Purgutia which has been found 
amon^the Pe^^hwa^s records is a'^detalled account of management (Waheewat) 

lAA 
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fou A. D. 1811-12/ and in this the amount is charged,in the words of the Sunudj^ 
(^rirM Pagachti b%mees,) for the maintenance of the troopa, 

5, The entry in Mr. Elpbinstone^s lists of Jagheers lb in the name of Jaitojce 
Babur, to whom a pension of Rh. 800 was assigned “for lifef the circum- 
staneea under winch the grant was recommended being explained in tlie 
following terms :— 

“ Received his Jagheer from Bajee Rao ; to receive the amount in money.” 
C. While the revised pension lists were under preparation, the Superin¬ 
tendent of the Poona Dnllur, Mr. Turquand, bi-onght to the notice of the 
Agent for Sirdars that this Surinjam was a mUUari/ (Fouj) one of comparatively 
recent date, and that Govei'nment would have to decide to what extent 
(if any) it sliould be regarded In t^e light of Orpersonal Surinjam. 

7. Tlic Agent for Sirdars^, in submitting the revised lists, assigned as 
reasons for overruling Mr, Tnrquand's opinion,^ 

Isi^.—“ The fact of the Surinjamdars having enjoyed the revenue after the 
Paga waa abolished,” which showed, in Mr. Brown's opinion, “ that the 
Peshwa continued it to him for his personal expenaes/* 

That “this Suvinjarn was viewed by Mr. Elphinstone in the light 
of a [jcrsonal Surinjam” was proved, the Agent thought, “ from the fact of 
being recorded in Mr. McBonoeira inquiry, which was limited only to 
what was perBonaL" 

8. The Agent"3 first supposition seems to me an untenable one. Admit¬ 
ting even that the Surinjamdar did appropriate to hie own personal use the 
allowance granted for the maintenance of troops (of which, however^l can 
fiqd no evidence whatever), it does not necessarily follow that his appropria¬ 
tion was one sanctioned by the Government; and in this particular case the 
accounts forthcoming show that it was not, and that'the allowance was all 
along entered in 'che accounts of management, in the terms of the original 
grant, as one for the maintenance of troops, and not on account of tlie salary 
of their commander. 

9. As regards the Agenda second suppositloD, 1 can only offer what seems 
to me the most natural explanation of the circumstances under which this 
SuTiiijam was entered in Mr. Elphinstone^a lists,—premising, however, that 
because it ttJcw thus entered, it by no means follows that it was what it was 
then su[}posed to be. Mi'. Elphinstone"s lists were intended by him to include 
only what was actually enjoyed at the breaking out of the war; but although 
this was with the Sole ComTpissioner an all-important cousldcration, and as 
suchj of course, especially attended to, still that misinformation to same extent 
was inevitable W'as proved by the subsequent discovery by Mr. Chaplin that 
many Surinjauis entered in the lists had been resumed long lyffore the ififEr, 
and they were then treated accordingly. * 
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10* It aeeiiiH to me roast probable that Mr* Elphinstonej aWiau^h uware that 
t. Surlnjams of this description were essentially military ones^ may have includ¬ 
ed them in his lists io cases where the holtfers were found in the receipt of 
no other allowance^ and where it appeared that they must'hare supjwrtcd 
tbemselves, as well as the troops they commanded^ out of the allowance nomi¬ 
nally granted for the latter purpose only* It is certain that Mr* Elphitwtone 
did not intend to continue military Surinjams, for on that point he exjircshed 
bimself (in paragraph 17 of his despatch to the Governor Geneml^ No* 78* dated ’ 
the l&tb June 1818) most explicitly* but he at the same time recorded an 
opinion that the military comn^ndera had always held “lands for their per¬ 
sonal expensesj as well as for those of their troops*” I believe that a few of the 
mferioi commanders formed exceptions, an<^that in these caeca (of which that 
under report seems to be one) Mr, Elphinstone must have included their 
Surinjams, or an equivalent in money, in his lijjt of Jagheers, because ho 
deemed It “ politic and humane” to make some preseat for every 

one of this class of persons* 

11* Be this as it may, however,—that the Suvinjam under report was fiom 
first to last lield as a military, and not as a personal one seems eleai', if the 
terms of the deed of grant and the entries In the Government acemmts are to 
l>e taken as tlie only valid proof of the mitarc of a holding* os 1 presuTic tiicy 
mukt be* Siiould Government take this view of the question* it will only 
remain to ^ccide whethei a military Surlnjam* continued as a TtuiiU " of ^rarc 
to the first* should be tiieatcd in succeeding generations according tu the Kules 
framed for holdings of a pni'cly pei^onaJ nature* 

\2/ 1 must now, how^ever* advert to a fact which has coiae to my know¬ 
ledge in connection with this case, and which seems of the greatest import¬ 
ance* although as yet it has not been, as os I am aware* anywhere noticed* 
Yeshwunt Rao Babur, the person to whom the life pension bf Its. BUtl was* it 
aeems* granted* (Jaitojec Babur having been dead when his name w'as insert¬ 
ed* probably fiom Duftur records* in Mr, £l|ihinstunc*s lists*) died rn or 
about the year a. n* 1830* and on his death an allowance of Its, 200 per an¬ 
num was granted to his widow, who received it until her death in or about 
A, 184K 

13* Yoshwimt Rao left three sons* Krishna Rao* Tookaram* and Buheeijec, 
the eldest of whom, Krishna Rao, would, of course, have been the person to 
hold any continuable Surinjam* had his father died in the posscr^sion of one* 
and to this eldest eon, therefore, any pension granted in lieu of a Sui injum 
would have been continued* But Krishna Rao died (as stated before me by 
the present claimant, Tookaram* under date the 22nd Decemher RJ52) in 
A. B* 1849, and with him (as 1 understand the application of the Surinjam 
Rulcs^ expired the second Briti^i grantee* 
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The revised pension liata submitted to Government under date the 4tb 
June 1351 make no mention whatever of the deceased eldest son, but contajn 
the names of the other two, ToSkaram and Buheerjee, to whom a moiety 
of tlicir father's pension i» recommended to be grantetf, in the following 

“ Yedhwunt Rao's two sons have petitioned^ and they are entitled to a 
pension of Rs. 400 per annum, deducting the allowance of Its. 200 paid to 
tLieir^mother from I8dl to 1841/' 

15. As this case stood when it was referred to be tested by this depart¬ 
ment, Government were called upon to pay arrears* umounting to Rs. 6,500, 
and to continue fi»m the 17th June last an annual peu£ion-l“ of Rs, 400 
(a umiety of the oi-iginal grant) to the two sons of the first British 

grantee, Yesliwunt Rao Babur. 

10. The original pension of Rs. 800 seems to have been granted to Yesli- 
wuiit Rao Babur in lieu of a mtUtaT^ Surinjam (see parugTapha 2, 3, 4, and 11 
of this letter), and to have been in ao far fim exceptional case, and one to which 
the Rules filmed by tlie Honorable Court of Directors in regard to pensions 
grunted in Ueu of personal Surinjam^ do not apply, although their extension to 
it could not, I apprehend, have required (see paragraph 13 of tins letter) any¬ 
thing more than the recognition as the second British grantee of the eldest son 
Krishna Rao, (who, as above stated, died in 1849,) and a provision fbr the 
younger brotherH who have survived him. ^ 

17. Tills Its a case of the nature described in the 3nl paragraph of my 
lelter, JVo. 4, of the 4tJi January 1853, as one In which tlie Muratliee docu-^ 
incnts received from the Agent do not afford complete information. Ng 
gcnealDgicul table of the family was, apj>arently, ever Calkd for or furnished 
until the parties lately stated their claims according to"the form laid down by 
you, and which I lately ventured to recommend;): for general observance* 

J have tlie honour to be, &c. 

(Signed) T. A. Cowper, Captain, 
Assistant Inam Commissioner. 


SsB Stbt«Lii€nt nccooipanied the No. ^305, of the September 

from the Acting A^nt for Sirdars to the Chief Secretary to QoterDinent, 
t Sec teiunrlLa on No. 13 of CJass III. of the revised pension listSj quoted In paragrapli 13 
of tills letter. 

X Piir&graph of CnptAin Cowp^^s letter No. 3, of tljc 4th Pehruory 1353, to the addreia 
of the Tnain Commiwuner. 
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, No* 1931^ 

From W* Hart, Eeq.j 

^ * Inam Commissioner, 

To A. Malet, Esq*, 

Chief Secretary to Government. 

Dated Dcl^aufiXf 14tA April 1853* 

SiH,—I have the honour of submiUmg a letter No, 9Gj dated 25tli Fe-, 
bruary 1863, fram my Assistant, Captain Cowjser, avowing tJiat the tLunar- 
able Mr. E)phinstone*9 arrangement with regard to the pension to which it 
relates was set aside by t^c Agent for Su^dars, owing to his regarding as a 
personal instead of (what it really was) a military Snrinjam the Jagheer for¬ 
merly held by the conimandGr of a Paga, who was pensiojied ibr life by Mr. 
Klpliinstone, as shown m his list of a. i>. 1819,““No, 25 of the Class " Faga 
Chiefs*” 

2. Captnin Cowper also states his I'easons fur believing that even the lately 

prescribed Rules for pensions in lieu of Jaghcers (supposing that tlicy 

could liave been [iroperly made applicable in the present case) would not 
admit of the whole of the charge upon the public revenues which 3Ir, Brown 
appears by his inadvertence to have effected, as Ycftliwunl llanV eldest acm, 
who ought to have been counted as the second British grHTiiii.:c, died in 
A. D. 1849. 

3. I beg to state that 1 agree with Captain Cowper that ^hc pension grant¬ 
ed to Yeshwuni Rao ought to have ceased witli his life in a. j>. ]8i' 30, if not at 
the death of Jaitojee, as apj|iarently inteiidt^d liy Mr. Elphiiistonc, 

4. The pension fo which Captain Cowper^a letter relates is entered as 
No. 13 in Class UI. of Mr. Brown’s revi^ied pension lists'submitted with his 
letter to Gavernment No* 206, dated 4tli June 1851, and the claira fur arreai'B 
on account of it is shown in the last entry of the atatement submitted with 
Mr. Keaya* letter No. 305, dated 15th September 1862* I submit Captain 
Cowper's iBtter in conformity with tlie orders communicated to me in your 
letter y^o*4249j dated 1st €^ctober 1862* 

' 1 liave the honowr to be, &c* * 

(Signed) W* IfART, 

fnam Commissi oner. 
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No. 2677 OF 1053. 

t 

Political Department. 

To the Agent for Sirdars in the Deccan. 

Sje,—1 ara directed by the Bight Honorable the GoTcmor in Council to 
traiiBintt to you copy of a letter from Mr. Hart, late Inam Commiesioner, 
No, 1931, dated the 14th April last, submitting a report from Captain Gowper 
•dated the 25th of February last, of tlie result of his investigation in respect to 
the penavon entered in the name of Yeah want Rao Babur, forming No- 13 of 
Class IlL of the revised pension lists submitted to Government by Mr. Brown 
on the 4th June 1851. '' " ** 

2* I am also desired to forward a of the past proceedings of Govern¬ 
ment on this subject, and to state that it is clear, from the facts mentioned by 
Captain Cowper in the 2nd and following parAgraphe of his letter, that the 
Surinjam, in commutation of which the pension of Ra. 800 was assigned by Mr. 
Hlphinstone in 1819, in tlic name of Jaitojee (but apparently to bis son Yesh- 
wtmt Rao), was giRnted by the Peshwa as a miliiarj/j and not as a.pfrsofial 
Surinjam, and this fact probably induced Mr, Elphinstone to affix a life tenure 
to the pension. 

3. If, however, this point were to be waived in favour of the family, Hr. 
Brown still evidently committed an error in entering in his list of 1851 tJie two 
younger sons of Yeshwunt Rao as entitled to a moiety of their* deceased 
father^B jjcnslon, since their elder brother, Krishna Bao, who died in 1849, 
could alone posse;BS any claim to succeed to that pension. 

4. I( therefore, by a liberal interpretation, the Tillages in commutation of 
which this ]>casion was assigned were to be considered in the light of a 
** personal ” and not of a “ military Surinjam," tliis grant, in consequence of 
its having been conferred in the time of the last PcBhwa, would be resumablo 
on the death of the 6rst Brilish grantee, a stipend equal to a moiety of the 
resumed pension being continued for life to his son. 

5. If, therefore, Yeshwunt Rao be considered the first British grantee, his 
eldest son, Krishna liao, would have been entitled, Trom the 1st March 4 830 to 
the period of his dearth in 1849, to an annual peneion of Its. 400, from which 
should be deducted the annual allowance of Rs- 200 which was paid to liis 
fatlier's widow from March lS30 to November 1040, and from Krishna Rao'a 
death in 1849 the grant would be entirely reaumable. If^ on the other hand, 

* 

** Mr. Brown awwilcil tbcai th€ mm of Rs. nTrearSi Tvliich bu not been pfud, in con- 

«equcacc of the gvaerd precautioniuy ordfir isiucdby Government on the Ut October Init. 
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the grant bo r^arded as a miliiary Surinjam, Krishna Rrfo, on the death in 
1830,of his father, Y^hivunt Rao, would not have been entitled to any 
allowanre. 

6+ names of Tookaram and Buheei^ce Babur^ the two younger sons 

of Yeshwunt ftao, having been improperly entered in Mr, Brownes lists, Hia 
Lordship in Council directs that they be forthwith expunged theiefrom. 

7. Before finally deciding whetlver the late Krishna Kao slmll he considered 
to have been entitled to any allowance for the period intervening between Ins 
father^s and his own deaths I am desired to request that you will report 
whether he lias left a widow or children, and if so, whether or not they are 
in destitute circumstfluces. 

I have tte honour to be, 

(Signed) A* Ricizardaot}, 

Deputy Secretaiy tq Government, 

Sombay Castle^ Htlijune. IS53. 


Jii the Honorable Mr. Elphinstoiie’s liftts of 1819 the followin/ entry is 
made relative to the grant reported on in the accompanying lette’ from Mr. 
Hart ' 
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2. On the 16th April 1844 Mr. Warden, Agent for Sirdars in the Deccan, 
fubmitted to Goverament a “ Statement of persona who held, on the breaking 
out of the between the British and Muratha Governments, Suiaojams 
grant«d as late as Bajee Rao^s titne, to whom pecuniary pensions were assigned 
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by "Mr, Elphliistone." Entry No. 11 contained the following mention of tliia 
grant.p ■ 
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3* With reference to the foregoing entryi Mr, Turquand, late Superin¬ 
tendent of the Poona Duftur, on the 31st December 1S6U addi'essed the 
following letter to Mr* Keaya,. Acting Agent for Sirdn.ra:— 

** I have the honour to inform you that Mr* Warden's pension List under 
revision does not give a correct account of pension No. 11, Clnss IIL^ viz. 
the pension to Jaitojee Babur* 

“ This pension is entered as granted in lieu of a Suritijam granted in 
A. D. 1801-02j and resumed by the British Government in a* d. 1818, and 
of the value of Rs. 1^214-5-0^ which Rs. 1^214-5-0 the Murathec memo¬ 
randum aecompanying your Assistant Mr, Kewtun's letter of the Gth ultimo, 
No* 50p, states to have been the amount of the Babtee and Surdeshmookee 
(illelusive of Kussur) of village Sherala, Purguna Newasseh* 

“On their resumption from Myheeput Rao Bhuwanee, who had held them 
in personal Surinjam, the Babtce and Surdeshmookee (Inclusive of Kussur) 
of village Sherala, Purguna Newaaseh, valued at Rs, 1,214-5^0, were in a* 
1801-02 (as shown by a registry dated the 20th Rubee-ool-Akhir), forth¬ 
coming in the 25HSth shbet of Batajee Koonjur's ledger, [Botekhut for 
1801'02,] assigned as a personal salary (Tynat Budul Mooshahira) to 
Jaitojee Babur, commander of a Paga; but in 1803-04 were resumed from 
Jaitojee Bahufj and Included in a Surinjam grant of Rs. 36,000 to Mari? 
kojee Sind la, and continued to b$ held by Mankojee Sindia till iiie breaking 
out of the war, 
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** From Mr» McDbnneira list it would seem that Jaitojeh Babur^s p^nsibn 
was, granted in lieu of Tillage Baboolgaiim (with ita hamlet Golwadee), in 
Put^.ia Baraee, valued atRs, I,35L 

“The Jftglieer and Surdeshmookee of riUage Bahoolgaum and. hamlet 
Golwadaej with ita Koorun, vali^ed together at Re. 1,651, were In a. 
1799-99, as shown by a registry in the diary for the 6th Humean (a. d» 
1798-99), aaeigned to Jaitojee Babur for the evpenacs of the Paga under his 
command, and in the estimates of Puiguna Barsee for a. 180G-D7 are 
entered in Jaitojee Babur^s name as an assignment for the maintenance of 
the Paga be had commanded ; and 1 cancLude tlie ei^iry In Mr. McDonnell^s 
list to hare been based on entries in the Dnilur accounts (which have been 
sent to the Collector of Skulapore), showing the above revenues^ though an 
assignment to hi» Paga, to have been held by Jaitojee Babur at the break¬ 
ing out of the war* 

“Shortly after the Treaty of Boeseln, Bajee Bao, in pursuance of Ida 
policy of depressing and injuring the military Chiefs connected with the 
former Government, removed the commandants of Pogas from their com¬ 
mands and resumod their BurinJaniB; but in a few eases tlie Paga 
commandants, their personal assignments having been resumed, managed 
^pto the breaking out of the. war to covertly enjoy revenues assigned for the 
expexises of die Pagas. 

'Mn r^ard, then, to these mthtur^ SurlnjoLms held at the bieaking out of 
the war,—eome of which were aaaignmcuts of early date, others, like that 
under notice, of comparatively recent date,—Government have to decide 
as to dm degree in which they should be regarded in fhe light of per* 
gonal Surmjanis^“ 

4« In the “ List of pen&ions granted by the British Government in commu¬ 
tation of Burinjams granted subsequent to a. i>, 1795^^ fi* e* in the reign of 
Bajee Rao), prepared by Mr. Brown, the late Agent for Sirdars, and Bub- 
mitted by him to Government on the 4th June 1951, tlie following entry is 
made on the subject of this grant. 
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* 

6* From the foregoing, and from Mr* and Captain Cowper** letters, 
it appears,— , 

ls(*--That Mr* Elphinatooe intended tHat the grant to Jaitojee Babur, 
the ori^iuftl grantee, should cea^e with that pereon^a life* ^ It ia, liowerer, 
preaumed by Captain Cowper, that when Mr. ^Iphinstane's ilata were 
framed Jaitojee Babur was dead, and that bis name was probably inserted 
from the Duftur records. 

2Ttd .—That the pension of He. BOO per annum was held by Yestiwunt 
Rao, son of the deceased Jaitojee Babur, up to the Isl March 1830, when 
the former dying, the stipend was resumed, on ammal allowance of Rs. 200 
being continued aa a life-grant |o his widow, on whose death, on the 25th 
November 1840, the same resnnted b^ order of Government, 

^That on his death in 1830, Yeshwunt Rao Babur leO: three sons, 
Krishna Rao (who died in 1649), and Tookaram and Buheerjee, both of 
whom are now alive, and whose immes are entered in Mr. Brown's lists of 
1851 as being entitled, os the sons of Yeahwunt Rao, to succeed to a moiety 
of the pension of Re. 800 held by their deceased father up to the year 1830, 
with arrears from that period up to the present time, misfits the stipend of 
Rs, 200 received by their deceased mother from the year 1830 to 1840. 

6. The Honorable the Court of Directors, in the 3rd paragraph of their 
political despatch dated the 4th February 1862, No. )Q,laid downfje follow¬ 
ing rule fo%the future guidance of Government:— 

- ** In the case of Surinjams of so recent a date as the occe^iaiou of the last 
Pci^iwa, continuance for one generation, followed by the ;^rant of half the 
net proceeds to the next generation, is a sufficiently favourable treatment : 
such grunts should therefore in future be resumed on the decease of the first 
British giantce. however, in any case they have been already continued 
to a second generation, the holder should retain them lor life, but at hU 
death the order for a pension to the next generation will not take effect.'' 


No, 134 OP 1854, 

Political Dkpartubiit* 

To C. J* Majtsqn, Hsq., 

Inam Commissioner. 

SiHj—With reference to the Government advice No. 2678, datediJie 14th 
June last, relative to the pension of the late Yeshwunt Bao Babur, 1 am direct¬ 
ed bj^the Right Honorable th(^ Governor in Council to transmit, for your 
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iiilbrmBtioflp U) poragmplu 15 and 15 jfn>iu a de&patdi from tlie Honor* 

atile the Court of Directors^ No. 55^ dat^ the I2tb October laet. 

1 have ibe honour to he^ &c. 


Semhaj/ ^/anuta-y 1854 , 


CSigned) A. Ma^^eTj 

Chief Secretary, 


JEictract J^aragrraphs 15 ttiid 16 jfrom: a Despatch Jrotn l?te Donorable the 
Coiff'^ of DirsetorSf dated the OctobeTf No. 66 o/* 1863^ 

r ' 

Para. 15. In Case 13 (on which you have not finally decided) Yealiwunt 
Rao Babur would he considered the first British grantee, and Krishna Rao 
his representative in the next generation; hut in our opinion tt is not necessary 
to go into that question. Aa Captain Cowper observes, the Jagheer waa a 
military and not a personal Surinjam, and Mr, Elphiostono was opposed to the 
continuance of military Surinjams. This case was, however, inserted in his list, 
probably, as suggested in the 9 th paragraph of Captain Cowper^a report, be¬ 
cause Mr, Blphiustone considered it politic and humane to make some present 
provision for the Surinjamdar. 

15* His intentions being limited to that object, he recommen^tid that the 
allowance proposed by him should be only “for life,” Theref<»e it properly 
ceased on the death of Yeshwunt Hao, 
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No. 129 OP 1853. 

From Captain T. A. Cowpek, ' 

Aissistatit Inam CommissiDner, 

To W* IIart, Esq., * 

Inara CoTppiissioner. ^ 

Dated Dttortitf 15^A March 1S53. 

Sth,—I have llie honour to report tlie result of my inquiiy (ordered in the 
Chief Seeratary's letter No. 4249r of the October lWii2) regftrdinjp the 
pension numbered 3 of Class 11L in the revised lists submitted to Government 
under date the 4th June 1851, by the Agent for Sirdars, Mr. Di^wn. ^ 

2. In A. D. 1819 a pension of Its. 1,500 per annum was assigned to 
Climesh Huree Oke, no( on account of any Siirinjam whicli ho held at the 
bresiking out oI tlie war, but as a ppiraonal proyisEtm niade with refere^Kee tn a 
Surinjarti distinctly recorded by Mr. Elpliinstonc to have leen resumed the 
Deshica^ ^ 

3. Gunesh Huree Oke's name is entered under the head of P^Aga Chiefs, 
No. 2, in Mr. ElphinEtone''a lists of Jagheers which were tror.smitted to the 
Supreme Government on the 25th October 1819, and the following reasons 
were therein asiilgned for recommending the grant of a pension 

“ lleccivcd In's Jagbeer from Bajee Rao. flis brother had it from 
Mudhow Kao the Younger, with several other villages, and fell in battle, Hfs 
village was Zubted by Mor Dikshlt some months before the war. To receive 
fts. 1,500 pecuniary pension.—For life/* • 

4. In another column of Mi\ Elphinstone's lists it is recommended that 

this pension should be “ diminished on hia death.” But this entry seems to 
me to have been inadvertently made^ it occurs merely in the shape of a repe¬ 
tition {“ Do. do.”) of one immediately above it, and it is not in accordance 
with the other recommeoda^ons in similar cases. 1 look upon it aa a cleKcal 
error merely. * 

6. When the revised pension lists were aboilt to be subniitted to Govern¬ 
ment, th^ Superintendent of the Poona Dufhir, Mr. Turquand, pointed^ cfut to 
the^gentin letter No. 6, dated the Ut February 1851, that the Stirinjam 
of Gune^h Htlree Oke had been a mHUaxy and not a personal one, and that 
us It liad been held in the Carnatic, the information regarding it could only 
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be obtained from the Inam Commisfiioner at Belgaum, in whose charge the ^ 
accounts of the late relating to the Carnatic then were. 

6. No reference seWs^ however, to have been made to the^luam Commis¬ 
si oner at Belgautn nor to the accounts in his charge. 

7* The Agent overruled Mr. Tuiquand's opinion in the foUowing terma 

Mr. Turquand says that the above village (i. e. Amergole) waa given 
in 1792 to Viaeajee Iluree Oke for Paga expenses (vide Appendix L), but 
this is not in accordance wfth Mr, McDonoeU's opinion, concurred in hy 
Mr, Elphinatone.’^ 

8, 1 have referred to the officer in charge of the Belgaum records, and 
have been furnished by him with the required information, which proves that 
Mr. Turquand was correct in asserting the grant to have been a military one, 
and that the Surinjam was resumed a year before the close (f the ^eskwa’s rule, 
under orders from the tlien Prime Minister, Sudashew Mankeshwur, dated the 
7tli Mohurum, Suba Ashur Myatain (a. d. 1816-17), The registry of the 
Snnud shows the village to have been granted for the maintenance of troops 
(Page che begmees, 

9, In the dth colmun of the revised pension lists this Surinjam is entered 
as resumed “in a, x>, 1818 by the British Government,” But 1 have already 
stated (see paragraph 8) that it ia clearly shown by the Pesbwa's records 
to have been resumed by that prince a year before the war ; adfi, added to 
this, it is to be observed that the 14th column of the same pension Usts contains 
Mr, Elphinstonc^s recommendation quoted in my 3rd paragraph, and which 
distinctly states the Surinjam not to have been held at the introduction of the 
J^ritisk Government. 

10, The orders of tlie Honorable Court of Directors, on which the 
pension lists were framed, are clear, and the interpretation of them by Mr. 
Warden, the then Agent for Sirdars, in the 6th paragraph of his letter No. 7, 
dated the 12th January 1844, is equally distinct. The class in which the 
pension under report has been erroneously ^included was stated in Mr, War¬ 
den's letter No. 7, of the 12th January 1844, to consist “ of persons who 
heldf on the breahbig out of theu^ar^ Surinjams granted subsequent to a. n, 1751, 
but anterior to a. i>, 1796, the year of the accession of Bajee Rao, and whose 
families are en6tled, under the present orders, to hold their pensions for two 
generations, the moiety being continued to the generation next succeeding.*" 

11, It seems clear that, apart from Ihe question of the Surinjam having 
been a military one, this pension is not continuable under the Rules (those 
quoted in paragraph 10), as the Surinjam was not held at tlje close of ^he 
Peshwaa* rule, and could not, therefore, have been resumed by ihe British 
Government. 
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19, The statement submitted to Government with the Acting Agent's 
memofnndum No. 305, of the 15ch September Jaat^ purposes to grant in tlie 
case now reported on arrears of 3,652-11-1, andean annual pension of 
Rs* 750 during the Life of Vishnoo Huree, the grandson of Gunesh Huree 
Oke, Vishnoo Huree is twenty*Beven year^ of age. 

I have the honour to be, Jcc* 

(Signed) T. A. Cowpeu, Captain, 

Assistant Inam Commisaioncr, 


No. 1934. 

From W* HAitT,. Bsq.^ > 

Inam CommiBsioncr, 

To A. Mazait, Esq.j 

Chief Secretary to Government, Bombay* 

Datfd liel^aumf 14tA April 1853. 

Sir, —I have the honour to submit a letter, No. 129, dated the 15th*March 
1853, from my Assistant, Captain Cowper, l eporting on the peiiBion numbered 
3 of Class III. in the revised pension lists of the 4tli June 1651* 

5* The lUcts stated by Captain Cowper render it unnecesaaty foi me to 
remark oq^^the discrepancy between what is stated by Mr, Brown i-i the 9th 
column of his list with Mr. Elphinstone^s testimony quoted in the b1th. It is 
to be regretted that the Agent did not make the reference to tJjc records at 
Belgjium suggested by Mr, Tuiiquand, which would probably tiave prevented 
much of the error pointed out by Captain Cowfier. 

3, There can be nojdoubt that Captain Cowper is right in 3U]>posing that the 
entry “ Do, do,” in the last column of Mr, ElpUiustone's List, opposite to Guneab 
lluree’s name (an entry which is rendered by- tlie Agent as ^Mimmished on 
his death”), is a clerical error. On looking carefully tlnough the lists, I find 
that in no other case is tlie inco>mpatible recommendation of ^ to be diminished 
on his death"’ applied by Mr, Elphinstone to any Surinjam, A:c, wliich in the 
column of his “ Decisions” he had determined to be continuable only for life*” 

4. The arrears which were supposed to be due on account of this pensjon 

are entered in the statement annexed to the memorandum of the Acting 
Agent for Sirdars, No, 305, dated 15th September 1852, at Ua. 3,652-U-l. I 
beg to state my opinion that, so far as the Pengion Rules are concerned, none 
of this is j oslly due, but that the whole of the pension ought to have been 
fina]ly><Ascontiiiued at the death of Gunesh Huree, * 

I have tlie honour to be, io. 

(Signed) W. Hart, 

Inam CgmmisEjionei. 
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No. 2635 OP 1853. 


Political Department, 


From H, E, Gold»mii>j Esq,, 

Secretary to the Government of Bombay^ 


To the Agent for Siraars in the Drccan. 

Dated ^ih June 18G3. 


SiR,-~t am directed by the Right Honorable the Governor in Counefl to 
transmit to you copy of a letter from Mr. Hart, late Inam Comitiis*loTier,‘ 
No, 1934j dated the 14th April last^ forwaj(|tng one from his Aesietant, Captain 
Cowrper, of the 15th of the preceding month, Bubmitting the result of his exam i¬ 
nation in respect to the pension numbered 3 of Class TIL of the revised lists, 
submitted by Mr, Drown to Government on the 4th June 1851, istanding in 
the name of Gunesh lluree Oke, 

2, In forwarding these documents, I am desired to state that His Lord- 
ship in Council considers that Captain Cowper has furnished the most con- 
elusive proof that both Mr. Warden in his lists of 1844, and Mr, Brown in 
his Statements of 1851, erroneously inserted this grant as being continuable 
beyond the life of Hnree Guneah Oke, the original grantee, 

3, Apart from the other circumstances mentioned by Captain. Cowper, liie 
fact that the SuiTojam in lien of which the pension of Rs, 1,500 was^^ranted by 
Mr, Elphiiistone was actually resumed to the deposal of the Peshwa, and 
was not in possession of the tamiiy at the introduction of the British rule, 
invalidates the claim to the continuance of any portion of the pension (to which 
Mr, Blphinstone assigned a life-tenure) beyond the life of Huree Gunesh, the 
first British grantee, 

4, This grant having, therefore, become a honA jide lapse to Government, 
on the death of Huree Gunesh Oke in 1847, Hia Lordship in Council 
confirms the order for tlie resumption of this pension contained in Mr, Chief 
Secretaiy Malet’s letter No, 3638, dated the 25th September of that year, 
to the address of the Collector of Poona, a copy of which was sent to your 
predecessor by endorsement No. 3639, of the same date. This grant should, 
accordingly, be forthwith expunged from the lists. 


I have the honour to be, &c, 

(Signed) H. E, Goldsmio, 

Secretary to Government, 


B^3fmh€t.y Castle^ 9th June 1853. 
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From Captain T. A. CoTYPEn, 

Assistant Ijmm Commissioner^ 

To C. J* ManisoNj, , 

liiam Comuiisiiioiier* 

Dtiicfl \-th 1853. 

Sj]e,—I liavc Llit> honour to rotiirn the (lovcrnmcnt order (received with 
Tnam Cominiasioner'a letter No. 2^177, of the 3itl September in tlie 

Puliiieal Depiirtinoiit, No, 3WfKh of tlio t^iid inatunt^ und itrf aecompamnicutSj 
ciiid ti> fui'iiiali the i'e[]ort therifiii cahiiid fiii' on thiE of |?.Sk GOD per 

amiiiiii enjoy c’aI l>y lliilivniit^i^nr^ tnitE tjf tluj thrtei|iles (fDliehi) of hf nnoiiui’^cer, 
np*lo hirt (nulwnntg;ecr‘ii} death* on the VJth July last. 

2. In t^e list ufJagUeers wliieh the llouoiuhlc Mountstuart Rij [linstonc, 
tlic ConiiinisHiojicr iu llie DeccaOj, transmitted to Gic Supreme (iovernment on 
the'25th October 11^ 10, the grant of a pconnjary pension of fts. 4,0(10 to 
Miinohiii'gt^crs’t Chela was ixieoiiinieinleth <m the rullowjii’r ;^rroiijidrs, In tho 
cohnnn headed Decision" 

One of the Clietis is W'itli Bajeo llao ; iho one who js here, Cungageer, 
to receive fis* 4,0tK) a year pecuniary pension, Munohargeer was a low 
man,—a new Jugiieei'dar,—and liis Chela, is not entitled to the samr^ consi¬ 
deration a son would have been.” 

And in the column headed “Total ainonnl of Ihc Jaghocr iX9, it stood at the 
breaking out of the w^ar,” the value jisHigned waj^ K::i. l,7G,74(j—the next 
column showing the “ numltcr of years in possession” to have been twenty~tW(i. 

3. In Mr. McDonnell's memoranclum on Jagheevs, the following supj^lc- 
mentary information was alTordcd :— 

“No. 2G.—Munohurgeer.—Exd, * 

“ Ills Jagheer amounts to Rs, 1,70,746-9-9, and the agreement with him 
was OJS^ctly tho same aa wUh Itooprain Chowdree. 

I* Report to Govern ofieat from Collector of PouuB;! No. 137C, of tli* 21?tli July IBSJ, 
t Entry NA, 26 in tLe Class of ^rdari Or Cliicfi,” 

* 1 cc 
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In the country r 

Ditto Sattara 

Ditto Poona. ---* >. 

Ditto KliandeiBh »««* * 

fa- 

Ditto Cui'jiatuk *»* * 

Ditto Kokun.. >. 

Ditto Alimednuggur i * * 


.Ra. 34,320 14 ' 

. 26,256. 12 

.. 8,626 lOi 

.. 1,725 0 

. 9,412 13i 

. 1,497* 81 

. 95,007 14i 


Total **,*Rb. 1,76,746 9 


His Jagbcer h stated to have amounted to Ra. 2,95,930-12-0; of this 
Rs. 13,102-8-0 was for hisjiGrsonalexpends ; foihis battalion Ra. 2,38,278-4-0; 
and the remainder, Us* 44,000, was Hethiree .—a description of troops in 
Maiivuti which he had to maintain. This agrees with the Duftur account* 
Rs. 85,547-4-0 went with the cession to us in 1817 in Raneehednoor, and 
Rs. 32,830-11^ never assigned* By the district accounts the Kama! of 
Rs. 86,960-1 OJ brought Rs, 40,307-81. Gungtvgecr, aged twenty-live, 
one, of MuiKjliurgecrs Chchis, is in Poona ; the other, Dowlutgeer, thirty- 
five years old, is uith Bajce Rao* In your notes, you say that if tlicy are 
not with Biijee Rao, a moderate allowance may he made to them, perhaps 
Rs* 6,000 in money.” 

4. In the itgiatcT of restored Jaghcers, which was submitted to the 
Bombay Government with the Commissioner Mr* Chaplin's Iettei**Ko* 121, of 
the 28th October 3822, J\Ti\ Riplunstone's provision of Rs* 4,000 was shown* 
to have been divided, and granted as follows :— 


Gungagcer Chela 
AnuncJgcer do. 
Bulwuiilgcc^; do, 
Tapeegeev do* 
Rarugccr do. 
Somurgeer ■ do* 


R^- 1,000 
3,000 
600 
GOO 
400 
400 


Total *. * * Rs* 4,000 

6. In a despafcli, No* 8, of the 13tli April 1842, the Honorable Court of 
Diiectors, in reviewing the reported proceedings of the Bombay Government 
in respect to certain pensions, observed (extract paragraph 32 of Honorable 
CourCs despatch * 

'' Your jirocccdings in these eases were in exact conformity to the pro- 
^ viflioqa of the Poona penaion list. Wc are not, however, satisfied llmt the 


* Entry in ths re;»]fiteT numbered 26, uqdur the head of "Sirdiir*/^ 
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' clalmi of penHionera whose aUowances were granttMi iit of landed pas- 

^esBLons were always duly CDu&idci'ed in that list^ WEmtevei rulefl may 

be ultin4alcly prescribed in relation to JagKeer lands should be extended to 

pensions granted in commutation for such land^/' 

* 

6* These orders were communicated to the Agent fjr Siidars in the Chief 
Secretary's letter No, 100, of the 13th January 1843^ in tlie followiti" terms :— 

" 1 am directed by the Honorable die Qoveinor in Connell to transmit to 

** Bstmt par^. of copies of the documents noted in the margin, 

Hl&ttETfrom theBomlmy refjardinji tile lapses of Poona pensions bv the death 

Government to the Ho- * s ■ \ ^ 

nomble the Court of DU of incumbents tlui ing the year 1843, and to request 

temhS pleased to submit such observa- 

“ EjbtrACt para, >t2 of iiotts and stiggCi^liOns as may occur to you on tlic 

ah™ C<f™ iulveilfsl to l>y tli« noni.rablfi the Court 

April, No, 8 of 1842" of Directors.” 

7. Under tlic instructions quoted in ibe last paiagitiph, the Agent for Sir¬ 
dars, Mr, Warden, fi'amed and submitted to Governinent (Agent'sj Icttci Ut 
Government, No* dO, of tlie lOth April 1844) a List of pensioners who held, 
on the breating out of the war between the British and Mumtim GovemmciUii! 
in 1817, Surinjams granted in the reign of Bijjee llao, to whom ])eeiiin'iry 
peftflions wei'e granted in substitution by the British Govermitcht, ” i ^ which 
the undermentioned pensions were entered (colainn 3 ol'above cntiy); i having 
been gmntcd in lieu of a fturiivjam of the value at its. 13,0(h^ gran ho in a. u* 
1803 and resumed in a- o* 1818 by tlie Bintiwb Uovemmciit^’ — 

Atiundgecr fltnnolmrgeer ,,»■*»■»»» 1,030 

Bulwuntgcer do* . ,,,,-*».♦.**♦****.* fiOO ^ 

Tapecgecr do. .. . * * * * ^, * * * * 000 

And in the iStli eolmun of the list, headed “ Nnmes an<UagGs ofJiifi legiti¬ 
mate male issue,” it was stated that—“ Being Gosavees (bey can have no legi¬ 
timate children*” 

8. Mr. Warden^s lists wei^e subsequently sent for revision Lfj his successor, 
Mr* Brown, who, with a letter, No* 20B, of the 4r.b June 1851, submitted 
revised lists, in which, as No. 16 of Class 111., the three pensiom specified la 
the last paragraph were entered in the exact terms whicli had bceii used^ by 
Mr. Warden (and which are above quoted in piiragrapli 7 of this letter) witii 
reference to the date of grant, the arabimt of Hlie resumed Surinjam, the 
date of the resumption, the autliority by whim the resumption was made, 
and the^ names and ages of the legltiinale male issue* The tenure on which 
the p^sions were enjoyed was shown as a life one in column 13 of the 

list* 
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9. During the. revision of the lists^ the Superintendent of the Poona Duf- 
tur, Mr. Turqnand, had been requested (paragraph 3 of the Agent’s letter 
to Govemmcnti No, 20, of the 4th June 1851) by Mr. Hunter (then ofiieiat- 
ing for Mr* Brown during the latter officer’s absence on medical certlfieate 
at tlie Neilgherry Hills) to afford certain information regai’ding the^urinjams 
in commutation for which these pensions were supposed to have been granted, 
and a rcpojt (No, 5, of the 2Gtb January 1851) was, accordinglyj made by 
the Siipi'intcndent, which is given below entire:— 

1 liavc the honour to inform you that tile pension list of A. d* 1844 under 
revision gives an incorrect account of pension No. 13 Class 111^, granted to 
tlu^e of MiiiioluTrgcer’ft disciples,'—viz, Bs, 1,000 per annum to Anundgecr, 
and Its, 000 each to Biilwuntgeer and Tapeegeer, 

“ 2* ^lunoliui'geer w^as in a* d, 1797-98 ordered by Bajeo Rao to raise 
a battalion, when for liis salary and establishment of servants he was 
allowed ils* 1,000 a month, whicli allowance, as no record is forthcoming of 
its payment from the Government treasuries or by an assignment of villages, 
w as either not enjoyed, or, if enjoyed, was saved out of assignments foi tiie 
mumtcimiicc of troops. In A, u* l8(*2-03 and 1803-04 a large Surinjam 
was assigned for t])e expenses of the battalion. 

“3. Uji Muiioliurgcci’s death, which occurred some years before the 
war broke out, his Ijattulion aforesaid, and its Surinjam, w-ere transfciu'cd to 
the charge of RoO])iani Chowdfcc, and the Siii injnm continued tcx4ie debited 
in Munolmrgeo/s name, tlie battalion liaviiig retained thn name of itH 
organiser. 

“4* A Goverjiment minute in the Dnfuir dated the 22nd Sufur 
.r (A. D. ISflnO-Otj) shfHvs it was then resolved to grant Munohni'gcer a 
personal Surinjam of Jls* 13,1021; (in which an allow aucc for a palanquin 
was incliid(?d) from certain vilLiges, Umnlft, and lands, which tiie minute 
j^pccifics, 

'*5, But Uacijce Pend say of my office states from personal knowledge 
that this Government resolution was never carried into effect; and this 
statement is borne out by the facts that the villages, Umuls, &c* constitut¬ 
ing the jU’oposed Surinjam are not mentioned in the Duftur memorandum 
of Munolmrgeer’a Surinjam transferred with the battalion to Koopram 
Chowdree, and are nowhere in the Dnflur accounts entered as having been 
enjoyed by Munoliurgeer, which ^ mention and entriesi would, liowever,. 
liave been made, had tlie perronal Surinjam in question been enjoyed* 

“ 6, Moreover, itaojee Pend say states from personal knowledge that 
when JWunohui'geev's Surinjam, transferred to Uoopram Cliowdrec, was 
leBurned by the British Government on ita accession, Dajeeba ^Shewday, a 
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Karbavee of the Chowdi-eCj represented that out of tlie Stt?injatii tmtisfeiVed 
to the Chow dree U&. 4,000 had been annually enjoyed by Munoliurgeer's . 
disciple i* No record of such enjoyment *ifl forthcoming in tiie Duftur, It 
appearhowever, tliat as it was an object to provide for Munoliurgcer's 
discipUs, they were, on the statement of the Karbarce, coDsideratcly f^ant- 
ed^a pension of Ra, 4,000 a year, which a Dnflnr memorandum shows to 
have been divided as folio:—Its. IjOOO each to Giuigagcer and Anund- 
geor; Its. GOO each to Bulwuntgeer and Tupccgccr; and Ra. 400 each to 
Itamgeer and Somui^eer. Only three of tllcse disciples arc entered in tiic 
pension list of A* D* 1844, the qther tln cc having died jn'cvlcusly* 

“ 7. Tire pension list, lioweiter, aaya that tiie pension to the three disci¬ 
ples was granted in lieu pf a^Surinjani (>f Rs. 13,000 granted in A. n. 1803, 
and resumed by the Bjilish Government on its accession; and in reply to 
my application for the record of the detail of this Surinjam, ]\1r. Newton, hi 
tine Muratlicc accompaniment to his letter of the 0th Novcjnbcr last, 
No, 5Ut>, sEiys the Suriiijtiin is particuhu'iscd in page of the Surinjani 
list in Miimthee in tlie Agent's Oflicc. ^ 

“8. Tl ]e pSunud^ of A, Lj. 1802-03 and 1803-04, referred to in pnmgrajdi 
2 of this letter, do not show the lls. 13j0tKl [in lieu of which tlio im’iihioii 
list says the pension was granted] to have been included in the S’li iiijam 
they i-cfcr to, wliich f^LiiinJam, the Jjunuds sny, was military, anr no part 
person 

** 0. dlie only supposition, then, tliiitHcems left that the m .^rd cpiotcd 
iji Mr. Newton’s mciuoraudum exhibits the Rs, [3,000 a-, ^oiuihig the 
Surinpuii, llic subject of tiic Govenirncut Minute of tlic 2 Jnd Sufiir (a. n. 
I80o-0fi) noted in pamgraph 3 of this letter; but the Surlujauij thesLibject of 
this <jf 3 vermucnt Minute, we have seen ivas Jinvcr enjoyed by Miimdiur- 
geer, so that tlic pension list must be WTong if It states*this Suriiijam was 
resumed by us in a. n* 18IS, and that tiie pension vi-as gi antod hi lieu of 
dlls Sui’injam^ 

‘‘ 10. This appears anotlicr case of a pension gi'antcd as a^attci^ of favour 
and not of right, liaviiig been ciitered in the pension list as granted in lien of 
a Surinjam resumed by the British Covcrtinieiil at the lime of the war/’ 

10. In submitting the revised lists to Government, Mr. Brown appended 
a copy of tlie letter just t^uoted, and attempted to overrule Mr» Turq^uand’e 
objections in the following terms (colutnn 15 of the revised li^jt^j, No. IG of 
Class III.);— * 

“ 3fJr. Elphlnstone has entered Munohurgeer's name in his list of Ja- 
|gheera for a pecuniary allowance of Its. 4,000. This persou’fi Jagheer is 
detailed in Mr, McDonneirs^mcmoranda on Jagheers, in which it is stated 
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that out of a Surinjam amountlngto Rs. 2)95,3S0‘l!2‘l}j Rs. 13,102-8-0 
belonged to him as personal Jaghecr. Munohurgeer died before the wai-, 


and a list of Mr. Chaplin fchowii that Rs. 4,000 were afterwards given to 
six Chelas of Muoohurgeer, as follows:— 

Gungageer--.-*. ...Its. 1,000 Dead. 

Anundgeer 1,000 ^ 

Bnlwtintgeer... 600 f In the list. 

Tapeegeer ... 600J 

Ramgeer .*.. 400 ) 

Somurgeer .. 400 3 


Total.. * * Its. 4,000 ’ 

The Superintendent of the Poona Dtiftur slates [vide Appendix T] 
tliat the lai'ge S urinjam waa granted in the name of Munohurgeerj but was, 
in fact, held at the breaking out of the waj by Hoopram Chowdrce, and that 
a Surinjam of Hs* 13,102-8-0 was granted by the Peshwa os personal in ISOG, 
but the grant, though recorded, was not carried into effect. This statement 
does not accord with the entry made by Mr. McDonnell In his inquijles 
regarding lloopram Chowdree^s Jagheer, for it is there shown that his and 
MuTiohuTgecr*s Jagheei's were distinct; thus, Rowjee Pend say’s Information 
does not tally with Mr. McDonneirs inquiries, made at a time when infer* 
matlon was more accessible, and tlie Dnflur itself more full aiid^ ^niplete ; 
these pensions are, therefore, in lieu of Surinjam. 

“The pensioners are Gosavees, and by the ordinances of their caste they 
can have no legitimate sons; they tnay have Clielas or disciples, but these 
cannot he entitled to the consideration to which a son would have been. 
These pensions, flierefore, should be continued for the iiie of each of the 
pensioners, and ^lo fuilher/^ 


11. One of the three pensioners, Bulwuntgecr, died on the 12th July last, 
and the Collector of Poona,, in reporting (No. 1376, of the 2Dtb July 1853) 
the occurrence to Government, stated,— 


“ This individual’s name stands No. 35 on the Poona pension list, and he 
enjoyed an annuity of Ankosee 600^ which reverta to Government from, 
the date of his demise.^^ 

12. It appears, therefore, that in this case the pension entered in the 
revised lists amounted to Ankose^ Hs. 600. This is not shown in the lists. ^ 
(See column 606 of the lists.) *' 

13, On the 19th August last tlie Agent for Sirdars, Mr. LeQeyt, submit¬ 
ted a report, No. 442, on the case, which is below quoted i— 

^'The Agent ibr Sirdars in the Dcccan has the honour to-report that 
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Munohutgeer Gosavee held a Jagheer from the l&st P«eli\va Bajee Hao, 
He died before the war^ and on the accession of the British Government 
Ra. 4,r00 wer^ given to his sis Chela/in commiitation for the Jftgheet* 
held bjf him- Three of tliese Chelas were dead when Mr^ Brown,, the late 
AgenC prepared the revised pension lists in 1851, and the names of 
th^ other three^ one of whom was Bulwontgcer, are entered as No. 
10 in Class Til. of the said lists, According to the Rules of the 
Honorable the Court of Directors, a moiety of the pension of Rs. 600 
which the deceased enjoyed should be continued to another generation j 
but by the ordinances of his caste, Bulwnntgeer was not permitted 
to marry. Mr. Klphintitonc ^as recorded in respect to the grant that 
Munoliurgecr was a loy iipan and a new Jagheerdar, and his Chela 
IS not entitled to the same consideration a son would have been ; and 
Brown, in Ids remark in the revised pension lists of 1851, states as a 
gcnei'a! rule that Chelas or disciples (of Gosavees) cannot be entitled to 
the consideration to which a son would have been. This doctrine, however, 
of Mr. Brown, is at variance with the expositions of customs of Gosnveca 
by Mr. Warden, (Appendix A of Steel's book, the 20th Section of which 
declares ‘ a Goorao is to a disciple in the place of his father, and to whom' 
he is, ill respect to support, protection, and inheritance, aa a son,"^) and the 
Agent IS disposed to think that Mr. Warden's opinion is much more in 
accordi^tce with llic usage of the country than Mr. Brown's. 

^ In the particular case in r[UCStion, jierhaps, Mr. Elpli inf toners remark 
may he taken as the guide, unless it be held that the instructions of 
tlie Court of Directors of 22nd May 1849 supersede tim limit placed 
by him." 

14, JIaving now* endeavoured to explain the precise ciixiumstances under 
which 1 am called upon to report on this claim, 1 proceed to show ths^t 
Mr. Tui^quand wus riglit when he informed the Agent for Sirdars Cjiaragraph 
10 of Mr. Turquand's report, quoted in the 9th paragraph^of this letter),— 

“ This ap[>oars another case of a pension, granted as a mtitter of favour, 
and not of right, having been entered in the pens ion liyt sis granted in 
lieu of n Surinjam resumed by the llfitieh Government at the time of 
the war/" ‘ 

15, The question at issue seems to jjc whether the grant of Rs. 4,000, ra- 
commended by Mr. Elphinstone and confirm^ by the SupremC Govern nienh 
was made in commutaiioi; for a personal ftuTinjam held up to the breaking out 
of the frar with the Peshwa, and then refeumed by the British Government. 

116. In Ixjth Mr. Warden^e and Mr. Brown’'a lists it has been aaaumcd 
(rcc paragraphs 7 and 8 of this lettei ) that such a jieiBQnal Snrinjam of 
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the. value of Rs. 13,000 waa held at the breaking out of the war. It seems to 

+ 

rae probable that the erroneous entry in the former bat may Imve been made 
on the following statement in Mn McBonlielVe memorandum :— 

His Jagheeif is stated to have amounted to Ra. 2,9Oj9S0-12-0 ; of this 

lis* 13,102-8-0 was for his personal expenses**^* 

11 ow, however^ the requiEite correction was not made by Mr. Brown when 
revising the lists, I am not able to understand ; tor tlie Superintendent of the 
Poona Du flu r had distinctly informed him (pamgraphs 4^ 5, and D of Mr* Tui- 
quand's report, quoted iu the Dth paragraph of this letter) that the Peshwa's 
rccoi'ds proved the j^ersonal Surinjam not to have been thus held, and iicvei-, 
indeed;, to have been held at all, as the Pfcshwa's order was not carried into 
effect. f 

17. Mr. Brown, in rejecting the evidence afTorded by the Peshwa’s re¬ 
cords, remarked (in column 15 of the revised lists, No. IG of Class II!.),— 
** Tills person's Jaghcer is detailed in Mr. McDontielfs memoranda on 
Jagheers, in wliieli it la stated that out of a largo Surinjam amounting to 
Its* 2,95,380-12-0, Us, 13^102-8-0 belonged to him as personal Jaghcer,” but 
.omitted to notice Mr* McDonnell’s statemcijt, immediately folio wing, that 
“Us. 8,1,547-4-0 ’went in the cessiori to us in 1817 in Uancebeduyo]', and 
Its* 3’2,R.36'^114 never n,ssignnd" ; 30 that not only the pei’sonal Surinjaui of 
Us, 13,102-8-0, but also a portimi of the military Surinjam, amounting to 
Us. 19,734-3,1, ’^'^ere never assigned, 

18. In Mr. Piphinstone's list the amount held at the bioaking out of the 
’fv^ar of the Surinjaui entered iu the name of Munohiiigeei'H Chela” was 
shown (ill column 5 of entry No. 2G in the Glass of “ Siixlars or great Cliietk”) 
in have been Us. l,7fi,740, and in Mr. McDonnell’s mpmoranduiu the amount 
of usslgnuicnt iu each district was shown (see pai^agiaph 3 of tliU letter). A 
Muratlicc list which waa framed in the Odiee of the Deccan Coitimissioncr 
affords still further detail, and shows each item, of which the Suriujam of 
Uh. 1,7(1,740 was composed, 

19. In tlil3 detEuled Miiratliec list there is not to he found one of the items 
composing the Surinjam of Us. 13,102-8-0, the grant of which, though ordered, 
was never carried into effect, and which Surinjam in tlic pension lists is entered 
os having been resumed by the British Government in a. d* 1318* (See para¬ 
graphs 7 and 3 of tiHa letter.) 

20* That die Peshwa's records clearly proved the grant of a personal 
Surinjam to Murtohurgeer never to have taken effect was formerly brought to 
notice by the Superintendent of the Poona Duflur (ace paragraph 5 of Mr. 
Turquand's report, quoted in the 9th paragraph of this letter); and to the h - 
formation then afforded must now be added il\e. (hots recorded in*the last two 
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paragraphs, the whole placing it, apparently, beyond the. poeeibility of doubt 
*^ihat nq pereonal ^unnjani wub enjojjed by Munohaj^aer, or hy any peraott ad 
hia BiicceBflcr, at th^ breaking out onhe war* that no personal Surtnjam was 
entered in Mr* Elphimtonea list Jhder the flupposidon that it had'been so 
enjoyed ; and that, therefore, no pecimiary allowance €ouJd have been granted 
in commutaiion for any such personal Snrinjam resumed by the British 
GoTeminent, 

.21* In Mr, Elphinstone*a recorded reasons (sec paragraph 2 of this letter) 
fo? recommending the pecuniary allowance to the disciple of Munohurgcer, not 
the slightest allusioir was made t^^ts being in lieu of personal Jagheer; and 
that such a specification would ha^e been made, had Mr. Elphinatonc viewed 
it in that light, seems clea^ frojn the fact that in other cases where personal 
Surinjama granted by .the last Peshwa, Bajee Rao, were recommended fbr 
resumption, the fact was distinctly recorded, and the proposed pecuniary allow¬ 
ance stated to be in lieu of the resumed Surinjam* 

23, It is, I think, sufficiently clear that Mr* Elphitiatone could not have 
supposed the personal Surinjara of Ra, 13,102-8-0 to have been held at the 
breaking out of the war (see paragraphs 18 and 19 of this letter); but there is 
yet stronger proof forthcoming that he did not do bo : out of fourteen items 
of which the proposed grant of Rs* 13,102-8-0 was composed, I have traced 
five, and fooind them to have been at the breaking out of the war held by 
other ; to have been entered in iheit names in Mr. Elpbinstoue's list, 

and in Mr. McDonneira memorandum ; and to have been afterwards continued 
to them by order of the Supreme Government, 

23* Under all the circumstances now reported, it appears to me that the 
pensions granted for life to the disciples of Munohuigeer wei'C not granted in 
lieu of any personal Snrinjam resumed by the British Government; that they 
should not, therefore, have been entered in the pension lists framed by 
Messrs* Warden and Brown; and that Government are not called upon to 
continue any portion of them for another life, 

24* It does not appear necessaiy for me to attempt to discuss the relative 
positions of the legitimate son of a person not prohibited from marrying, and 
of the disciple (Chela) of a Gosavee who is so prohibited; I would, however, 
observe that Mr. Brown appears not, aflaoppoeed by Mr. LeGeyt (see Agent's 
report of the 19th August 1853, quoted in paragraph 13 of this letter) to have 
propounded any doctrine of his own on this sgbject, faut merely to have le- 
iterated the recorded opinion of Mr* Elpbinetone (paragraph 2 of this letter) 
that a disciple (Ohela) is not entitled to the some coDsideratioa as a son. 

25* Adverting to Mr* Brown's remark (quoted in paragraph IP- of this 
letter) that JTr* McDonnell's inquiries were made at a time when infonuatioii 
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was znore accesaible and the Duftur itself more full and completej 1 wouM* 
solicit a reference to paragraphs 94 to 1^ of my letter No. 163^ of the 2nd 
May last, in which I ^signed at' length my reasons for belioTing the State 
records of the Feshwa^s Gk)f eminent to bS now more complete, better under^ 
stood, and more capable of being made generally useful, than they have been 
at any previous period of our rale/' 

I have the honour to be, 

(Signed) T. A. Cowpeb, Captain, 

Asaistont Inam Commissioner* 

mM 


i 

No, 4446 OP 1854. 

Political Departmew, 

To P. W. LeGryt, Esq*, 

Agent for Sirdars in the Deccan. 

Sir,-*-! am directed by the Right Honorable the Governor in Council to 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 442^ dated the 19th August 1853, 
upon a letter from the Collector of Poona of the 29lh of the preceding month, 
reporting the death of Bulwuntgeer, disciple of Munohuigeer, who received m 
annuity of Ankosee Rs. 600 from the British Goveminent. 

2. In reply I am desired to enclose copy of the letter from Captain Cowper 
to the address of Mr Manson, dated 12tb September 1853, and to observe 

there are two queationa involved in the diacuasicn on the subject of this 
annuity,— 

the pension to the Chelas of Munohurgeer granted in lieu of a 

Surinjam resumed by the British Government ? 

27«f.—Should a moiety of the pension of Bulwuntgeer, via. Rs. 600, his 

ahare of the total pension of Rs. 4,(XX)f be contiDued to his Chela ? 

3. The second question, which is the practical one, is disposed of by the 
Honorable Mr, Elphiustone's remark that ^Mimohutgeer was a low man, and 
that Hia Chela is not entitled to the same consideration as a son.^' Such 
being the 

deration as a son,—that is, to be treated as ** another generation,'^ to which a 
moiety of the jiensioa should be continued, 

4. Under these circumstances, the Right Honorable the Governor in 

Council has resolved that Bulwuntgeer’s whole pension ehaJl be resumed, and 
that a similar conrse shall be followed on the death of the remaining Chelaa 
of Munohurgeer, ^ 


case, d fartieri his Chela's Chela is not entitled to the same conei^ 
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^ 5. In making tha above inttmation, I am desired to omAtnunioate to yon 
the following obserratiana on the fint question. 

6. The Eight Honorable the GoTerno^ in Counmt conddere that no 

evidence has been afforded that the Ghelu of Munohuigeer were in posiwiaa 
of a Suriiyam at the breaking out of the ivar, and that the Surinjam waa 
resuined by the Britldi Government. It la true^ as Mr, Elphinstone stated, 
that Munohurgeer himself was a new Jagheerdar,” but it is shown by the 
late Superintendent of the Poona Duf^ur, Mr, Turquand, and by Captain 
Obwper^ that his Jagheer had been transferred to Rooprem Chowdree, and 
that the personal Surtnjatn, thotagh contemplated, had never been aj:^iutUy 
assigned, * ^ 

7. This statement is sappod^d by a fact mentioned by Mr, McDonn^, that 

ft part of the Surinjam^ amounting to more than Ra, 32^000, had never been 
assigned. But the facts stated by Captain Cowper in the 22ad paragraph of 
his report place the tnatter under diBCuesion beyond all doubt. He there 
states that of the fourteen items of the popoaed grant of Rs. 13,l02-&-0, he 
has traced five to other partleSj who held them at the breaking out of tj^e war, 
andliO whom they have boep continued by Mr. Elphinstone and the ^uprama 
OoTernmenC. * 

1 have the honour to be, &c, 

(Signed) H, L, AmdersO}!, 
Secretary to Govemmeat, 


'Bombay CastJe, IStA October 1854, 
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No. 137 OF 1S53. 

From Captain T. A. Cowpepi 

Assistant In am Commi^smner, 

To W. Hakt, Esq.j 

Inam Commissioner. 

Dated Poonaf ID/A March 1053. 

have the honoor to report the result of my inquiry, ordered in 
the Chief Secretary's letter No. 4249, of the 1st October 1352, regiardiiig 
the pension entered as No. 17 of Class I. in the revised lists submitted 
to Government by the Agent for Sirdars, Mr. Brown, under date the 
4th June 1S51. 

2. In the lists of Jagheers transmitted to the GoveTnment f>i India 
with Mr.^lphinatone’s letter dated the 25th October 1019, a life pensioa 
of- Rs. 5,000 was assigned to Ranojee Powar Viswas Rao, wliose name 
was entered as No. 42 in the Class of Sirdars or great Chiefs,” 

3. In these lists Mr. Elphinatone is clearly shown to have recom¬ 
mended the pension not in lieu of any Jaghecr resumed by the British 
Government, nor beicause Hanojee Powar had any claim to any Jaghcer, 
but because, although be bad no claim to any Jag-heerjAi was necessary 
to provide for him as a person of rank. The following are Mr. Elphiu- 
stone^s own words t— 

“ To receive a pecuniary pension of Rs. 5,000* a year, because, 
though a person of great rank, he appears to have no claim to any 
Jagbeer, the greater part having been resumed by Bajee Rao, and the 
small remainder (nominally underRs, 4,000, and toally under Rs.500} 
having been embezzled for the last fourteen years.—For life.” 

, 4. In this case either a great miSlake lias occurred, oj; some fraud 

has been committed,—at present 1 am not able to state which ; but as, 
however this may be, it cannot affect the question upon which my re-* 
port IS more immediately required, I submit it at once, thus enabling 
CjOYcrnmc^it to order farther inquiry, should they deem it desirable 
to dki so. 
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Rari^j&e waa the aame entered in Mr. El pit ins tone’s lists* 

ThiS} however^ would ijot prove that Ranojee Powar received the pensioDf 
or that he was wh^n the lists were framed, as (hey wfeje in 

this and in other reapeets open to eorreettop, which was made during 
the sucof^ediiig ^hree years by Mr. Cbaplifi, who on the 28tir October 
1822 submitted to Government— 

“Register of Jagheers, showing the amount actually refltored and 
the names of the present incumbents, compared with the oTiginal lists 
transmitted to the Supreme Government by th^ Honorable the late 
Commissioner, and exhibiting all alterations which have been made.” 

6. In this amended register the pension was shown as then (on the 
28tb October 1822) paid to Ranofee Powar Viswas Rao, so that I 
assume it to be an ascertained fact that the iirst British grantee was 
Ranojee Fowat, 

7* But in the revised Snrinjam lists Boobaj^t Rao Powar, the son of 
Ranojee Potuar^ is entered as the first British grantee, 

8* In the statement which has been given (on Ihc 7th January 1853) 
before/Tnc by the present claimant, Madhow Eao Powar (who is the son 
of Boobajee Rao, and the grandson of Ranojee), Eanojee Powar is 
shown not to have been alive at the introduction of the British Govern'^ 
meni. If Mr. Chaplin’s amended register (see paragraph 5) wa^ a 
correct one, this statement cannot be tme^ 

9. Boobajee Rao Powar died on the 18th A3 ay 1845, hanng been 
up to his death in the receipt of the pension of Rs, 5,000. 

10. In neither the Poona pension lists, nor in the lists subsequently 
framed by Mr. "Warden, is this pension entered at alL (See remark in 
column 2 of the revised pension lists.) The sou, Madhow Eao, how- 
e-ver, made a Tepresentation to Mr* Brown, the Age^t for Sirdars, which 
was reported op by the Superintendent of the Poona Buftur, Mr* 
Tiirquand, in a memorandum forwarded to the Agent on the 9lh May 
1951, and Madhow Rao Powar’a name was then entered in the revised 
lists as enihled 1e an hereditary pension in lieu of a Surinjam resumed 
“in A. c. I8l7j by the British Government.” 

11* Mr* Brown recommended that one^half of the sum originally 
granted as a life-pension should be continued and declared hereditary, 
for-the following reasons :— 

“The result of inquiry at present instituted in the Buftur is con¬ 
tained in.?* memorandum of the Superintendent of the Duftur, which" 
forms Appendix!. From this it appears that the Surinjamdar held 
a Surinjam claim in Humcerpoor in Boondclkhutid, amounting to 
Rs. 32,000, in addition to hia Surinjam in the Deccati of Rs* 3,984* 
Both these were resumed during the war, and a pension of Es. 5|06o 
was granted to him as a compensation for (he loss* 
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^‘^Thc Surinjam in the Deccan ancient, and,pepBioii in Hetvof 
it ehoald be beradltary. The Surinjam in BoondelkVtund was grant- 
■ cd*in I767t and pension in lieu of BliouJd .be enjoyed for two ■ 
genepations, and a moiety of it by the third, 

** The question is how much of Rs, 5,000 should be*considered in 
lieu of*the one or the other of these Bnrinjams ? 

‘'It appears to be a principle adopted in the settlement of the 
Deceati, that all claims beyond the Deccan should not be recognised. 
The Stirznjams iq Hindoostan generally were Pouj Sunnjarns, and 
no mention of this Sirdar^s claim in Humcerpoor made by Mr. 
Elphinstone : for these leascftis, no portiou of tho pension of Ks. 5,000 
should be considered as granted in lieu of ih 

‘*With regard to lha Deccan Snrinjam, Mr,-Blphinatone says that 
its revenue was under Rs< 500, but it would seem to be much urider- 

•p 

valued : it may be that the Pcahwa’s ofiicers who cmbe^^led the 
revenue showed ft below its real value, or a year of scarcity or dis¬ 
turbance must have been taken as the standard of value. 

“ The Superintendent of the Duflur shows nearly Rs, 2,000 
having been credited in Zhurlce account: this is only the revenue 
of two items foTming tlfc Surinjam,“-vjz. Purgnnaa Kotool and ‘ 
Raj oorec. 

“ The fair decision would, therefore, be to consider a haU of the 
pensio^, or Rs. 2,500, in lieu of the Dcccan SumjaTn.” 

^12. It is difficult fo attempt to contrast the case as it scejns really 
to stand, and to have stood, with the case aa act forth in the remarks 
quoted in the preceding paragraph, and I must preface :ny attempt to 
do so by explaining that after a moat careful perusal of those remarks 
I have found myself unable to understand the reasoning on which th.o 
Agent rocommended that Rs* 2,500 should be continued as an heredi¬ 
tary pension. 

13. It will* I think, under these circumstances be the moat conve- 
ment course for me to specify the material points ^which have been 
brought forward, and to endeavour to explain in how far each has been 
correctly stated in all its bearings. I will, therefore, consider,— 

Isi.—Whether any Hindoostan Surinjam should be taken into 

consideration at all ? * 

2nd ^—What Deccan Surinjam Ranojee Po’war held at the break¬ 
ing out of the war in 1817 ? ‘ • 

3rd,—What claima to pension can, uriUer the Rules laid down by the 
HoiaoTable Court of DircctorSj be justly preferred on account of any 
^ Sdrinjam^ held by Ranojee Powar, whether in Hindooetah or in 
the Deoean ? ^ * 

• 121 how far the grant of any pension on the "above acccu;;;! 
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yroaldaccofd wfth the general arrangements made hy Mr, Elphinstone 
and with hia recorded recommendation in thifi particular case, 

14n That at the breakln%pat of the war Eanojee Powar heli any 
Surinjam at in Hindoostau (Humeerpoor) seems to haTo been as¬ 
sumed for the first time in 1S51| and then to have been assumed solely 
on the following statement made in the report of the Superintendent of 
the Poona’Dnftur^ referred to in my 9th paragraph :— 

It would seem Powar held up to the war his claims in Purgnna 
Humeerpoor in Boondelkhund^ and Eaojea Pendsay says from 
personal knowledge that it was in consideration of those Hindoostan 
claims, lost to Powar, that the pensi:on exceeded the HSf 3,984 at 
which Powar’a claims, regarded as tfbld up to the war, were valued,^* 

15- Raojee PemUay is enfold hereditary Duftur Karkoon, with a 
great knowledge of all matters connected with the revenue administra¬ 
tion of the last Pesbwa, and possessed of a most wonderful memory. 
Under any circumetances, however, I should, for obvious reasons, 
receive his evidence in matters of this sort with extreme caution ; for, 
though sometimes of much valoe^ it is peculiarly requisite that, as a 
general rnle, it should be tested and supported by other and independ* 
^nt testimony, and especially by the documentary proof afforded by 
the Slate records, 

IG, Rut this hereditary Karkooti^s assertioD that Eanojee Powar^s 
pension "was fixed by Mr, Elphinstone in ** conside ration” of Ihtf Humeer- 
poor claims, is in my opinion sufTicicntiy proved to be an erroneous one 
jhy the recorded statement of Mr, Blphinstone himBelf, Were there any 
ambiguity in this statement, or had Mr. Elphtnstone left his reasons to 
be wholly or partially Inferred, there might be some grounds for accept¬ 
ing the next best procurable evidence ; but such iSrUot the case. Mr. 
Elphinstone has, clearly stated the pension to have been granted to 
powar, ‘‘because, though a person of great rank, he appears to have no 
claim to any Jagheer, the greater pari having been resumed by Bajee 
Rao, and the small remainder (nominally under Rs. 4,000, and really 
under Rs* 500) having been embezzled for the last fourteen years.” 

17, The nominal value of the Snrinjam in Humeerpoor was 
Rs. 22,500, so that it is not possible that this could have been included 
in the “ small remainder,” the value of which Mr. Elphinstonc slated 
lo have been “nominally under Es. 4,000, and really under Rs, 500.” 

16. This^'^eems sufficient to settle the question of the Humeerpqor' 
claims^ but further evidence "is forthcoming, of which I imagine nei¬ 
ther the Agent nor the Superintendent of the Duftnr could have been 
aware,' *ln the 5th paragraph of hia despatch No. 78, dated the 13th 
June 1813] to the Governor General, ]flr. Elpbinstone thus explains the 
then position of the Hindoostan Jaghcers:— 
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“The Peehwa’g whole revenoe before the last Treaty amo^Dtad^to 
TIb* SjlSjOO^OOO, of which Eta* 95,00^000 was paid ioto the tire as aryi^ and 
Ra/l 320 jCM }3000 allotted to Jagheerdars ^ of thifl last sum Ra* 26,60,000 
was produced by land in Hiudoostan, which had greatly declined in 
value,4and from which the Peshwa derived no bene^t whatever, 

“ TJfis last Rs* 26,50,000, with Es* 32]00j000 of the amonat payable 
into the treasuty, was ceded by the Treaty of Poona concLudod in 
June last/’ 

19, The lands in Hind oostan {Hnmeerpoor) had, the re fore, be an ceded- 
to the British Government by the Peahwa five months before the breaks 
ing out of the war; and regarjing these cessions the rule laid down by 
Mr, Elphinstone, and communicated by him to the Supreme Govern* 
meat on the 25ih Octohd lSfl9, was,—* 

“ No Surinjam ceded to the British Government by the Treaty of 
181and no Ja^eer not actually enjoyed up to the war, to be re- 
stored} unless specially directed $o to be.” 

20, Under all the circumstances above ei£plained, it seems to me 
clear that no pension is elaiinable] under the Rules laid downlby the 
Honorable Court, on account of any Surinjam which may have been ■ 
formerly held by the Powar family (in Humeerpoor)- 

*91, I now come to the question of what Surlnjam was held in the 
Deccan Ranojee Powar at the breaking out of the war. The Agent 
supposed it to have consisted of—» 

h 

The Mokassaof Turuf Rajoor, Purguna Akolay, valued aJ. Ra, 2,249 
The village of Nundala, Purguna Dhoolia, valued at.. , 1,134 

The JVlokassa of sixteen villages in Purguna Kotool, 

valued at ,» .... 60S 

* ' 

Tota?, * ,. Rs* 3,934 

29, The above was “ the small remainder” referred to la Mr, Elphia* 
stone’s lemarke, and its detail is given in the statement prepared by his 
Secretary Mr, McDonnelL The statement furnishes some addilioual 
valuable information, for it shows ihat FQwar hims^ff nev^r pratmded 
to have been in possession of^ anything- at Ihc breaking out of the toar. 
The remarks recorded by Mr, McDonnell are:— 

“The Jagheerdar stales that Tyhat remained of his Jaghcer, vis, 
Rs, 6,900, has been withheld by the Gove'rnment Konuvisdars. His 
Jftgheer formerly amounted to Rs, l,0l,^5L : Rs, 93,250 were resumed 
fourteen years ago, and Rs, 2,000 Inams within the last ten years, 

* leaving He, 6,200 as above, but which he has not received' since he 
lost the* reet. His account appears correct, and what remained to 
ffim seems to have been embezzled by the Governmchl officers,’’ 
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Ja a note M;. McDonnell adda^ — 

+ ■ 

When hie Jagheer was Zaptad, it ia probable that these wcjre left 
by mistake: they eoatinuSby the Bnftar accounts; but it is very 
doublful whether he enjoyed them aflter the eequestralion of the rest, 
which happened eighteen years ago*” ' 

23* It seems to be by a mistake that Ranojee Powar’s family has 
been shown to have ever held the Mokassa of sixteen villages in Par- 
guna Kotool; for the accounts of the late Grove rumen t show but ei^ht as 
heldj ii^ore the rcsuviptionf by this branch of the Powar family, which 
was always known and referred to in the Government records as that 
of “Via was Rao,”—Vis was Rao” being a distinctive title, and one 
peculiar to Ibemselves^ 

24* The latest accounts of" the Peshwa^s Government which are 
forthcoming show the Moka^sa (shown in an account of management 
for A. D* 1814-15) of the si^ht, not sixteen vUing'es lin Purguna Kotool, 
and the Mokassa (shown in an estimate for a, d, 1814-15, framed by 
the Government) of Tnrnf Rajeor, to have been in a. p, 1814-15 brought 
to the account of Government, and the village of Nnndola in Kfaandeish 
to have been in a. n. 1811*12, and for manj previous years, a deserted 
one, paying no revenue at alL Added to this is the fact, not beforn 
noticed, that Nundola was granted and held from first to last as a 
purely mriUtufy (Fonj) Sorinjam. 

25* When Mr. Turquand, the Superintendent of the Poorik Duftur, 
addressed the Agent for Sirdars on the subject of this pension, the 
Khandeish accounts were not in hia charge, and he was probably, there¬ 
fore, in ignorance of the facta above noticed with regard to the Khan- 
deish village: with regard fothe Mokassaof Tnruf Rajoor, Mr. Turquand 
stcnia not then to have been aware of the existence of the estimate for 
A* D. 1814-15 which I have quoted in paragraph 24, and which is one 
of a number of most valuable accounts of the Peshwa^s Government 
only lately extracted from a mass of papers which were found with the 
rest of the Govcrifment records in a. n. 1817, but which have only been 
examined during the last few years. This is, however, a document 
Unquestionably authentic, and of perfect authority, being an estimate 
framed by the Government, and in the recognised handwriting of a 
Karltoon (Raojee Khandaykur) known to have been then (in a. d. 
1814-15) employed in the Peahwa’s Dufiar* 

26* The Mokassa of the villages of Purguna Kotool was shown by 
the Superintendent of the Duflur to have been, according to the latest 
forthcoming account (the account of management for a* d. 1S14-15, 
which I have quoted), and according to the accounts of mainy previous 
years, resumed from Powar, and the revenue to have been credited to 
Government. 'Mr. Turquand, however, recorded an opinion that PoWar, 
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although shown by (he whole of the accounts not to have been in pqa- 
seaBion of the IMokassaj had not lost hU claim to iL’’ *I do not under¬ 
stand Vhat Wflfl meant by thi^ expres«£on,^tit I do not nttom|ft to argue 
or diQcuea the question, because Uia one with which f apprehend i have 
nothing whatever to do, and because it aecma to be one which cannot, 
under an^ circumstances, affect the case upon which I have to report. 
It is <ff the greatest importance to bear in mind that the eettlement by 
Mr. SLphinstone was made on the basla of possession a& the breaking- 
cut of tAe wfflrj and npt on that of claims to anything lost previously, 

27. AH the evidence which is forthcoming seems to me to prove 
conclusively that Ranojee Pov^r held no Surinjam in the Deccan attho 
breaking out of the war in 18^7 ; the latest accounts of the Peshwa's 
GoveTurnent which are fpTthnoming prove this (see paragraphs 24, 25, 
and 26); ^r. Etphinstone recorded it (sec paragraph 3); and Powar 
himself admitted it {see paragraph 22), 

28. A reference tO the extract from Mr. McDonnell’s statement made 
in my 22ad paragraph will show that Towards Inams even were resumed. 
This fact has not hitherto been adverted to, but it bears very strongly 
upon the question. The late Government constantly resumed Snnnjnms 
from those who were left in possession of their Inams, but I have neither ’ 
seen nor heard of any recorded ease in which a Surinjam was allowed 
to*rcmaiii with one whose Inam holdings had been resumed. 

29, The opinion at which I have arrived on the four points specified 
in my 13th paragraph, as being (hose apparently material to this case, 
is, therefore, as follows:— 

Isf (paragraphs 14 to 20).—That as no Surinjam in Hindoostan 
was held at the breaking out of the war in a. D, ISIT, no pension can, 
under the Rules laid down by the Honorable Court, be continuable 
or claimable on tfiat acconnt, 

2nd (paragraphs 21 to 28).—That no Surinjam in*the Deccan was 
held at the breaking out of the war in a. d. 1317, 

3rd,—That no pension can, therefore, be claimable on account 
of any such Deccan Surinjam, 

4th (paragraphs 2, 3,18,22, and 26),—That the grant of pension 
in lieu of any Surinjam held by Ranojee Powar at the breaking 
out of the war in a, n. 1317 would not be in accordance with^any 
recommendation of Mr. Elphinstone^s, but would be opposed to that 
. gentleman^s recorded statement aifd opinion. 

30, The statement which was forwatded to Government with the 
memQ|andum of the Agent for Sirdars dated the i5th September last, 
No. <305, shows the recommendation contained in the revised disls to 
involve in this ease the payment of Rs. 16,983-1-6 as arrcajsi and the 
grant from the 17th June last of an hereditary pension of Rs* 2,500, 
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31« Mr KLphinstoDG did not for one moment attempt to ascortairlp 
much less to decide upon any datms upon the Pesliwa’s Govenxment i 
he condntfd his attention solely to the state of things which existed 
when that GovofnmeQt gave way to our own, and be recommended 
that all pcrsokal Surinjams then held should be continued, f>lther m 
money or land, in whole or in part, for life or hereditarily, according 
to Eulea which he framed and sabmitted for sanction. There was an¬ 
other and a Trery large class of persons for whom a present provision 
was deemed necessary, although they were not found in the possession 
of anything^ Eaoojee Powar was one of this latter class, and he re¬ 
ceived a handsome alloivance for life, because, said Mr. Slphinstonc, 
»though a person of great mtili, ho ajipears to have no claim to any 
Jagliecr.” The orders of the Honorable Coitrt of Dircciora on which 
the revised pension lists were framed were not, as I understand them, 
intended to apply to any of these grants, but only to peneions granted 
in commutation of Surinjams held at the breaking out of the war and 
resumed by Ihc British Government. 

I have the honour to be, £cc. 

(Signed) T. A. Cowpbn, Captain, 
Assikant Inum Commissioner. 


No. 1930. 


From W. Hart, Esq., 

Inam Commissioner, 

To A. Malet, Esq., 

Chief Secretary to Government. 

* Datcfi Belg-itvmf Idi/t April iSd3, 

SiHi^^Vith reference to your letter No. 424^1, dated 1st October 18-'2, 
I have the honoi^r to Sfubrnit a report, No- 137, dated 19ih March l8o3, 
from my A.ssiatant, Captain Cowper, regarding the pension entered as 
No. 17 of Class I- in the re vised lials, submitted lo Government by tin: 
Agent for Sirdars, Mr. Brown, under date the 4th June 185L 

2, Captain Cowper’s report is so fuU and clear that I feel f have 
nothing lo add to it, and can on^ solicit the instructions of Govern¬ 
ment on the case. • * 

The amount of arreaft auppoicd to be due, according to the 
statement submitted by the Acting Agent, Mr. Ifcays, with liis memo¬ 
randum* No* 305, dated the 15th September 1852, is Hs. 16,983-1*0 ; 
but it is evidant that whether or not Government may be jjleascd *tc? 
luakct^mir ptov talon for the-son* of tha deceased pensioner, the pei^ion 
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wliinK lie held ought to hn.vn lapnt^d in Government, if not at the death 
of Ratiojoc Rao, for who,Mo RuppoTt alone Mr. EIphinsi'one appeary. to 
have lAlondcd it, at any rale at the death oj* his son in 

I have the honour to bo, flee/ 

(Signed) W. Hart, 

Fnam Commigaioncr. 


No. 27dB or 1853- 


t Political Department. 

To P. W. LeGevt^ 

Agent for Sirdars in the Deccanj Poona. 

Silt,—With reference to my letter No* 4243, dated the 1st October 
l^^52, I arn directed by the Right ITonorable the Governor in Congcil to 
iranwmit to yon copy of a eominuiijcation from Mr. Hart, late fnam 
(,’o mill is si oner, No. 1^I30, datfcd the Llth April last, submitting a report 
from Captain Cowper dated the of the previous month, sllo^vi^g 

the result of his investigation in respect to the pension entered in the 
name of IJoohajee Rao Powar Viswais Ran, forming entry No. 17 of 
fluMW 1* of tlic revtaed pension lialSj submitted to Government by Air, 
Drown on the 4lli June 1H51. 

2. In forwarding these documents, T am desired to add thereto a 
fffi'rU of tlic ]ia^^t proceedings of Government on this subject, and to 
inform you that under the circumstances detailed therein and in Cap¬ 
tain Cowper’s report, it is clear that Madhow Rao, the ^rand^oii of the 
original grantee, Ranoiec Powar Viswas Rao, to whom Mf- 

IJrowii rccoinmended a continuance on hereditary tenure of a moiety 
of the pension enjoyed by his father Boobajoe Rao, can possess no valid 
claim to the same. 

The Right Honorable the Governor in Council, accordingly, con- 

Urms the resumplinn of this grant from the dale of the death of Booha- 

jee Rao nti the? I8ih May 1^45, and directs that entry No. 17 in Class I, 

of Mr- Brown's lists of 1851 be forthwith expunged, 

> 

I 

S have the lAnnour to be, &:c^ 

(Signed) A Malet* 

Chief Secretary 1o Govornhient. 


ihwihfffjViistfi', Jwjie 
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Extract PUra^aph "1.3 fro^a a Despatch from the ITonorabh the Court 0 / 
DiteciorSy tinted October, No. 55 of 1853. 

Para* 13. -The reference of Mr* Brown'e list of pensions in cominuta- 

tion of SuTinjaiTiB lo the Inam Commissioner Kttn 
led to the expunging of No* 17 from \lic list. 
Captain Cowper’s report conclusively showed 
that the original giantcc of this pension held no 
Surinjam at the breahin^ out of the war, and 
was not considered by Mr* Elphin^tonc lo liavo 
A claim to any Jaghcer, The pension was grant¬ 
ed to him on other grounds, and only for life. It 
was, however, conliniied undiminishod*to liis son Boobajee, who died 
in 1845. Mad how Rao, the son of Eoobajee, has clearly no valid claim 
to the continuance of any part of it. Fortunately the recommendation 
of Mr* Brown in his favour had not been carried into effect. 


(J),) Proceeding relat¬ 
ing to No. 1 ~ of CIhu 1. of 
the TCFiseii lists of pen- 
einna ermnted iu cominuta- 
tioD cA Surinjams, being ei 
lienaion of R«. 2,500 grant¬ 
ed on }ieTcdiiar>' tenure to 
Mndhow Rao, grandson of 
the late Boobajee TUo 
Powar Viswas Rao. 
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TIEPORT BYTHE [NAM COMMISSIONER NORTHERN DIVISION. 

No. B24 OP less. 

* 

PouTicAL Department, 
PooJta,Q5th August 1850 . 

1, The Village of Barwaicc, Talooka Nfierul, now a portion of the Tanna 
was, with certain dedMCtion^, grunted by the. Peshwaj at a 
valuation of Itn. i^02(>^8-0, Ui Ragho Mulhar* as an allowance for a Palanquin, 
liy ii Smnid the regij^try of whii:h is forthcoming in the Slate diary of the 
ytHh Cletober a, d. 180M Suba, Teesu Myatain wo rihtfh 

Thia village formed a p>i'ti[jn of the territory ceded by the Peshwa to 
the Rritiah Govemineiit by thc'Treaty of Poona, on the 13th June IS17> 

3. Mr. E)[>1 1 ins toners inatructions (tho 7th of the Rules accompanying Mr, 
Mlphiiistone's letter of the 2r>tU October 181.0, to the Supii:nie Governmeiil), 
confirnied by the Supreme Government, regarding the alienations in the ter- 
1 itnry ceded by tliia Treaty, were — 

“ No Surinjam ceded to the British Goyernment by the Treaty of 1817, 
and no Jagheer not actually enjoyed up to the war, to be restored, unless 
$t|iccialLy ilireeled so to he/’ 

4, In the statement prepared by Mr. Elphin-'^tones Secretary, Mr^ 
McDonnell, upon wliieh the listi lian^initted to Calcnttii were framed, this 
holding was entered ati shown below :—' 

" No* 2y*^Ragho Mulhar.—pKd. 

' fCon/tffn^ ' 

Mouje Barwaiee, Turuf Wiyeli^ I'aloota Ncerul*. Us, 1,020 8 0 

JVoie.—Sudashew Mankcshwnr ha^ Tlrt* 152-4-0 on Moujo liurwaiee, 
TnrufWajeh, 

'^ 29* TheMootaudee'sslatfimenL agrees exactly witii the Duftnr account. 
This village w'cnt in the cession of 1817.” , 

6. in the Surinjam lists tTanamitted to t!!!alcutta, neither ihi^ Surlnjam 
nor anjf allowance in lieu of it was entered. It of i[npol'talle^^ to bear in 
mlnd^is fuct, R6 it proves conclusively that tlie holding w as not iii'duded by 
Mr. ElphiHstone among the Sufinjams held at the breaking out of the war 
with the Peshwa, and resumed/for the most part| by the BriliGh Goyemtoent 
9 !^ grants made by Bajee Rao* 
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C* A Tivns, lirtwver, grfiiitfcl^ t 3 it ciUiy'or wliioli iit the " misscoi- 

laiicoiis” Hsts of pension's j^ranteti hy Mr, Elphinstone^ which his &neceft&orj Mr. . 
^ Clmpliri^ Ellbsequently-furnishedjjjis below extracted ;— 


' ! 
Namo- in the Oripiilttl 1 

Lizit. 

1 

1 

Anruiftl 

AlllLlkLItt. 

1 

Vri’isona tki vklirtMi tlii' 

tiUTO fiClLLfllly 

IxM-iL i^ractlExl. 

Arlt.MEiit. 

RemiL^iv- 

- - 1 - - • 

1 

L^fti Ao. J//#- j 

Ragho Mulhar.. . 

1 

Its, 

1,0l>C 

Rjiglio Afiillmr. 

Rtt. ^ 

I.OL’fii 

lirHUteil in lieu of & vii^ 
Ifl^ ill the Kotikiin, 
uliicli hip held in per- 
souhT,! Jflftlu'ix lili ii. 


I wftM redrd Iw tlie 

^ I’rt'iity tiC E^hP]|ji. 


J_ _ I I _ ' 

7. Rajrhu Mulhai' dit cl on thJ ^Iftt October 1843 (the date i^Utcid by thu 
present chiiraatit before ihc Inam tlonimissionefb his mjo, the ]m'sciit 
claimant having niipllcd for the contiimnare of the pension, was informed in 
the Political ^Secretary’s letter 2i04 of Lli^: 1st ,liily 1844,— 

“ The pension of Company’s Tl*. |K‘t mensem enjoyed Ijv volts’ 

late "father having been a lifc-^ian% your application fur its ronlnuiancc 
cannot be Complied with/" 


8r In parjgi'cph 32 of their political ilcEpatch iN"o, 8 datesi the I5t]i 
April 1842, the Honomhle Court of Uirectora drew the attenrioti oftiic Ihsm- 
liay Government to the propriety of extending to jsensions granted m s'oiutnii- 
tation for Jagheer lands^ the lules which iiiiglil cvcnLixally l^c preEcriht^ in 
relation to^uch land's ; and pursuant to tlicir ini-true lions, the Agent for Sifdar'i, 
‘Mr- Warden, subinilted to Goverimient w itli his Icttcr^s Xosi. 7 and (I(), dated 
the 12th .lanuary and the Ibth April 1H4J, lints stf the peri-onw to whom tln^ 
orders ol the Honorable Court ap[slied. These li'^t^i weir <leEcrihcd by the 
Agent as coiitaining only the iiamcn of thtwe who actually held, on the bieak- 
ing out of the war'Aith the iV^hwa, Siirinjams which ^h. I'dphinsitoiie resumcsl, 
and ifj commutation fjr which he graoieil jpfsnsions. 'I’hc Agent Oit this (leriMiuii 
explained in the 'Jth paragrapJi fbelow quoted) of Jii» IcLUt Xrs. 7 of llic J2lli 
Jatniary 1K44, thetrror whit h had up loLlialtimc brxii numuittesh in flrawing 
no distinction between pensions grantcii in comniututlon lor Surinjam^ iictualJy 
held at the breaking out of the w'ar ^viih the Pcshiva, and those granted lo 
peraonfs who had not at that period helfl any Sniiiijani, but for whom it was 
considered proper to make gome provision;— 


“ if. The officer 
The Sfsle'CojniihiK- 

viOn^Mr- li!phmih?iifi*i 
deipatelies t^p the Cu¬ 
preine GDreTzimeiitr dit- 
ed Juiie'mtb IBIP, and 
October ^ 5 th 1 U 19 . 

H 

in the settlement of 


who prepar^rtipthc Poona pension list would appear to 
have a|^|ilicd the remark ' in hen of personal Jugherr' 
to every pei’eon who ever had a Swrinjom, whether 
resumed long orebortly before the change of Govern¬ 
ment, or by the Oovemment which, gi'anted the 
pension j but teeing tfjat it was a fundamental prhicijdc 
the.country conquered from the Pcsbwa, that SurinJ.miM 
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ftluiuld be j^ranteil to iTi^ise only who hcdtl tbf^m on Oie c\cce^ion t>i tlie 
liriilfth Governniciitj and that even uf ihesii, such land si as were f^-auttd us 
late'as Hao's lime were to l>e resiiKi|d,+ aiid pensbiis substituted for 

thorn, winch pensionaj it was said, ^ would conttnually diminish* asl the 
Jiojilci'P'f died obV it eltar that the Court of DirectorSi ifi speaking of 

]>eusion's in eommntation Rji' Surlnjarus, do not allude to those pensions 
whhdr Mr^ h'lphinstonc granted to tliosc who, on tho principles of the settle¬ 
ment of the country, Jiail no claim to land, however long and extensively 
they may at one tin\e have been lioldcrs of it, and who, xmder the^enomi- 
mitioii of " Ministc-rsof former time?",' ' mined t^irdai s,' ‘ late military Chiefs,* 
Hiid thebte Peshwa s Minister^ luid c omiexions^ ‘ received pensions as a sort 
i)f bounty," which was ti> diminish as the holdei^ died 0 ( 1 ; but to those 
w lici, on tilt ]irincip!es anjiomjced arifl acted on iiy the British Government, 
Jiad just I’biuirt to BiirinjaTUs, which they lost in the adjustment of the terri- 
Li 11 lid claims of briUsh ulUcs, or uf wliidi they were otherwise deprived by 
the Ib'iti^li CJovc] niJienb” 


IK III the lists prepared by (he Agent, Sir. Warden, the iiension of Kagho 
iMiilUur was «t>t iiitihidcd- 

1th Mr- Wiinleitij lists were ?cnt tbi revision to hi'^ successor, Mr. llmwii, 
who snbtilltted revi?nriJ lists witlSn ll^^i ^ ci. ^?0b ot tlic 4tl) June IW.>1, in the 

7lh jpsn'aci'aph of wiiVch he incmliohcd tiu^ log aihleil to the ijiunes entered in 
M*r. Wimlcifs listti of pensions of the Third Cta-s, ilm name uf.Uiglio 
iMuLhar, who was insr bchpre ciikueJ in Mr. Wardenst:ateLiu-nt.“ 

I I. Mi. iSrowii, in nddiou: tiic name of llagho 31ullia*’, appended the fol¬ 
lowing hitler, No. 1 of tlie stii Jatiuaiy b^AI, ficim the .■^nperiiilendent of the 
roomi Diiftiir, M I. "Jhir^uaiid 

I liui e till! liouoiir tni ackimwledgf the rcct;i[>t ol your mcrnorunduin 
dated the i^Utli uiliino. No, l()-(-l, traiisiuitliiig :i petition dated the llth 
tdliuio, Irom Uiip^ooji'e' Jiaghouiiath Koolkiiinee ol' village Ktiradeh, for 
the continuance to him of tlie |k'iisIoo which at tim aceesaiou of Britith rule 
was grniilcd Ins falhei- Ibigho Mnlhar, in lieu of village Banvaiee, Turuf 
Wacijoli, and calling fur an explTiusiliou as fo liow flic villiige Banvaiee 
coMTM lave been held at the bi juking out of the war,’Tnnif Wnnjeh, in 
whii li it is situated, having bi'en iiiduded in tlic ceWua made by the 
Peshwu by the Treaty of .a» d. 181/. 

‘‘3. It ivuuld i^ceiii that the cessions in a. h. 1817 transferred to the 
Pribsh ffovrniment the obligatitm of respecting, as far as was eqnimble, 
all the then existing claims to alieini^i levciuies^. an<l that lists of these 
id ienat ions of ul I i^orld were fn mished by the Feshw aV G ove g; man. Docu¬ 
ments jmrporling to be copieii of the lists thn^ fn mi shod are f irtheoming in 
the Ouilur, imd amoDg3t them is a U$t of the alienations of at! sui ts from 


* There Rrc hat two oxre|Hiona, fB}* as I ran (^iwaT^r'■~vi7- tht iSarinjams of JAiximtCii 
lUo Suilnahow mid Nitiiliajeo DU&iikur. 

* i 
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Purgima Ke^rul, in which Ra. 1,026-&-0 are eiitei'^d tifi tJie revcmies of viLIaf^c 
BarwaieCf Turuf ^Wai)j«hj held by liagho MuLhor jxs, the Surinjam for u. , 
Palanquin. ’ t 

**3i. Exclusive of Rfi* 152-4-0 assigned to 3udasbew MankeAhwitr^ vil' 
lage Barwaiee^ Turuf Wanjeh, was granted to liagho Mulhar^Karkoon 
SiLIedar^ by a Sunud registered in tlie diary for tiia 39th ShaCan^ a, n* 
1808-09, which ghowe the grant amounted to Us. ],U2f>-8-0, and states as 
loliows the purpDfies for 'which it was made. 













Ai'Pfiwmx nil. 


800j die atinu^ [yny of Pi^lanquin-bearers. - * 

ff ]2lr ditto ditto ofa torch-beftiver and..siatl umbrolia-bearer^ 

\f matenals for the Paletiqiiiu umbreda^ 

„ 18, for oil tor the torch^ 

Rs.i,026J." 

12.' The foUowiTig ie the entry regarding Uiit* pension In Mr. Brown'ii 
redtied lists:— 



Nitinriiaitil Agi:i 

tpf >viN l^fStiinmtcl 
> 1 ^ 1 ? iKaiAD. 


I'j 


UfipcKjp^e 
H^ghonimth^ 
10 years* 





J5 




Hp aUfi Miiilhtr iUkI ipn l7th OcCDlwr 1^41, ietri'ng a ^ixlon 
aiiil a. Mm l]B.mt^d IfS-pw. The Ipth^r Gor«™- 

meiit, ftftrt Sfi A eonfftslrthdonee look plprt M- 

Iweeii the TolWl^ir yf Tantm aniL GuTOrflmwitj which ra» 
Aultnl ill eIic jieEitiof^cr tiild in letter 

tli^renl 1st July No, 1^104, that the JiensLoP a liic- 

^rmti viti could sot Ik crnitinuKl, 

siilCC Ii:i4ilc a petitiou tv tli4 Agent at Pewna^ fdr (III 
]u(|iiiry inlo hie caMi‘. 

hi u Ijetiuion fist t™»ed hy Mr. flhaplinp the CoiQmiieAiiynfr, 
the tulleriA-lng recnark is frpiihd en of ]tA{;'1ia Malhv ^ 

“In lieu of titc of UarwaiWf Tumf tVaiyoh, ThlovkA 

NiH.ryU hiild by him in iicrumal Ja^liccr^ Imt oedfA by ths 
XTraty of Poona.’' On looking at the Trfllty of 1^17^ it 
that certain territory in tlu Koakun waa ccdcdi by 
lilt- Pculiurt, M(l The I’^chUt™ UTl» reniuirori to giie accaunte 
of tlw revenue far twtaity yeam in fi™ dfcyit. 

The i?Lipcrlatentlcjil nf the DufLtir :»rate9 that at that time Hida 
of Bheoatinos in the territory ccdAl hy the Treaty weMS 
also htrillilhed, Ojiil oirwingM thcaa the \iJiaf(4 of Hogho 
Mulhar in found rocorded. f^Vide Ap^t^eadix U.) 

It ijl ImpoMiihli: to fciicerteiD whether TUgho Mnlhur litlil tJj* 
rjlla^ oiler the Trtflity woa cfmcliulod, liHaiUKi kkhl aAar 
tliLii Tnaly tlio wax easuDCtp bot: the fact of a pcDsloD equal 
to the revenuE of the vHla^ haTing been granted would of 
itwir fthuw lhat the eUiiu lo the vOLage in queatkp t** 
cOiiBldcred equitahle. 

Tlie iKnaitu^oaa grwutefl by Mr. Elphlnahnup *bH, thertfow, 
m mniety ^it ahnuki Jh COUtluued tv hb Bbb during hi? lifr^ 
a suitable provl^ou being at the mK ttltte Enods for hiS 

I widow out of thifl fuoloty. 
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it £eeua# clear that the Supermtendent of thS Poo&ft Duflur must have 
befcn anaware of iCIt. Elphuiatone’^ distinct declamlion (quoted iu paragiapli 3 ^ 
of this letter) regarding the who|e of these ceded Surii^ama. Mr. Tu^iuaud 
was, moreover, apparently in error in supposing accounts of the ceded territory 
to have been rendered ; for that, in spite of all the professions mad^ by tlie 
Pe&hwa, these accounts were not rendered was, it is belleved,'ohe of the 
causes of complaint on the part of the British Government, * 

1 ^.^ Mr Elphinstone's declaration is, however, conclusive, aa it is perfectly 
pertain ^hat at the time of the cession no i-caervation whatever wm mndc rc* 
garding the Surinjams previously held in the ceded territory, or, iodeixl, 
regarding any other description of alienationl therein. Insims and charituble 
anowanres were continucsd at the close of the war j but of the wJioLe of the 
SurinjaiiLs wbiA^ad been ceded none were, Mr. ¥1phinstone ordered, to be 
restored, unles^peciaUy directed so to be/’ which this Burinjatn was not. 

15. It Beems, then, clear that tlie pedBxan granted to llagbo Mulliar, not 
in lieu of a Surinjatn resumed Ijy the Grilii^Ji Government, bnt as a matter of 
grace, in consideration of his having been a loser by the act of Ins own 
Boveteipi, was properly excluded by Mr. W&rdco from bis listi4, and ouglit 
not to have been, on their subsequent revision, added by Mr, Brow'n, as it w'as 
merely one of a very large class of pensions granted expressly for life; and 
there were, moreover, oilier pens ions precUefy similar in their nature winch 
have net been continued beyond the original grantees. Such were two ptHi- 
sioaa, of R«. 4,000 e^b, granted to Toolsce Shet and Btifioo Sbet of 
Jumbooenr in Gu'zcrat, and regarding wdiith tlie Collector of H^oach lias 
stated (letter No. 103 dated I20tli February 1855) that out of six shates into 
which they were divided, five have lapsed by the death of tlic original 
grantees, nothing having in any case been continued to a second generation, 
r 16. la the statement forwarded to Government by the Agent for SirdaiM 
cm the I5th September 1852, the arrears proposed to he paid to the son of 
Ragho Mulhar amount to Ra. 4,201-6-6, cidculnted, howeverj only up to the 
ITth June 18^2. 

17. There la another of these pensions which was included, in Mr. Browtrs 
revised lists of Surir^ajits (No. 4 of List 4); the Inam Commissioner eposes 
to report otj thifcase at an early date. 

' 18. Before concluding this report it is neccssai y to explain how this pnn- 
aioa was, on the 17th June 1844, described by the Agent for Siidurs, Mr. 
Warden, as one eixtened in Hr* Elphinstone’a Surinjam lisU, and a docatnent 
purporting to be an extract from tho^ lifits at the same time forwarded to Go- 
▼animetit j wh^eaa, in paragraph 5 of this letter it has been stated, and stress 
has been laid on the fact, that ^jl^waa not so entered, 

On the 10th January 1863, the 'Inam Commissioner, Mr, Hart, 
e^jTCl^^ the foilowiiig latter. No. 1667, to Government- 4 

“ 1 haw the. honour to request that thj^ department may be supplied 
, withamthentic copies from the Secretariat of India, of the lista of Surtnj^ms 
which aecotn|>amed Hr..Elphmstonc teller of the 25th October 1819, and 
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iW lists ol pcnjslons wlvicli accompanied Id a letter OGtii ideon^ botli 

aildrei4sed to the Secretary to the Government of India. 

** 2* The only office copicH of tlie "SuTinJam lists which arc on record in 
the odicc of the A^^ent for Sirdars in Poona are not authenticated/and are 
fuif of' erasures and altcrcdions, made it is imposaihlc to determine^ 

while iBc only copies on rc[;<jrd in the Bombay Secretariat hiTCj 1 believe^ 
been drawn op from them, which have, in fact, the nppeamnee of mere re^gh 
cfiaft-s. Tills is my reason for hedging that I may be ftirniuhcd W]|j|;L.4oVLe3 
of the liaU aetnally syj^Pcd by Mr. Elphinstone, and whkh, having always 
been lodged in Calc^utta, cannot have been altered since their preparation/" 

Authenticated copies of Mr. El phi n stone’s iists^ were, inconsequence 
ijf tiie foregoing requisition, obtaihed from Calcutta and forwarded to the 
Inam Commisfiiancr with the ^fhief Sncrcbiry’R letter No. S77 of the 26th 
rebruaiy and in the&c lists there tx no cnirj/. toftntev^r regarding either 

this pem^ion or the Ftirjyijnm which tvas cctltKl by the Treaty of^Pootia. 

2! * Tlic extract ivitli which Government were furpished by Mr* Warden wfls 
itiiidi^ from the otHce copy dcsi rlLt^l in paragraph 2 of Mr* Hart's letter ; but 
even in this olli{;e Copy 1 find a to fot^e drawn thfouffh each jipriian. 
oj ffir cnirj/. 

22* Under all the cirrumstances of the ea^ie^ this pension doss not seem to 
bo <me cuntiiiMuhie in |ku t, iiiulvr tlic orders of the Honorable Contt, to n second 
gcii^iidioii* 

(Signed') T. A. Cowter, Captain, 

Inam Commissioner Northern Divi.^ion. 


No 2604 OP 185G. 

POUTtrAL. DUPARfMEScT* 

'fo fhiptain T. Ai ('owper, 

Special Commissioner, in charge of Alienation Department, 

Si [[,— iTeferiiiig to your report No. f>24 dated the 25th August lasb on th* 
jiCLiiihHi cuttaril iii Mr. Biowi/s revised li:>bi as No, 17 of ClasB fll.^ I am 
dii'cicLcd jy the Itiglit Honorable the Governor hi Council to transmit to yoit 
cop^ of a resuhiliou passed thereon by Government under date the 9th instant, 
and iiifiirin yon that this ease will be submitted for the decision of the 
] bmorahic tlie Court of Direetorti. 

I have the honour to be^ &c* 

(3l^ncd) _ H. L* Anhekson, 

lititithfry Ctistlrf2Qth Maj/ lB5(i* ^Secretary to Government* 


¥ 

Ii.exoI^twn patted by Government under dale 9^A A/hy 1856* 

—The village of Barwaicc, in the Tnnna Coheclonate, was 
grtintad to Uftgho Mulhar/with certain deductions, in a. i>. IftOS, by aSunud, 
uv a Palkec allowance. 
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2 . The amangat the ceasmnB to the nritieli Gov'emraent h v 

the Treaty of IS 17. 

3. The HooorabLe Mr* Etphj^^tone Laid down—" That no Surinjam cedetl 
to the British Gavernment by the Treaty of ISJt, and np Jagheernot actiial[y 
enjoyed up to the war, to be restored} nnle»B speciahy directed so tojje*" 

4. In Mr. McDonneU'e^ fltatetnent it is expressly mentioned—"Ttiis village 
weitf in the tsession of 1817.” 

if '*Jjt the liats transmitted to Calcutta by Mr. Etphin^tonei neither the 
Surinjam nor any*aUowance In lieu of it is entered. «, 

6. Ragho Mulliar^ however, obtained a penKiun, whieh he enjoyed until hift 
death in 1843, when it was resumed as a Ufe-grar^t. 

7* In 1843 the Honorable Court had directed i^hat pensions granted in 
commutation Ibr Jagheer lands should be aubjeef to the rules which might 
eventually be prescribed in relation to such lojids. The c|ucstJon, therefore, is, 
whether the pension to Hagho Mulhar shall be continued Iktr one life more, as 
his village would have been, had he retained it up to tlie conquest of the 
Deccan* 

8, iiMr. Warden pointed out in 1844 fsee paragraph 8 of Captain Cowper’s 
report) that a distinction was to be drawn between those who, not holding lands 
at the breaking out of the war, received pensjona as a " sort of bounty,” and 
those who hod just claims to Surinjams which they lost lu the adjustment ol'thi^ 
territorial claims of BriiiEh allies, or of which they were otlierwise deprived^ by 
the British Oovemment. In hia lists the peoiiiort of llagho Mulhar wa.s not 
included. 

9. Mr* Brown included the pension in his lists, i. e. as to be continued to 
one genertition, apparently on the opinion of Mr. Turquand—that the ces¬ 
sions of 1817 transferred to the British Go'vemtnent the obligation of 
respecting, os far as was quite equitable, all tbe then existitig claims to 
alienatioas*” Mr* Brown stated that the war followed >iu close on the Treaty 
of 1817 that it waa impossible to ascertain whether Itagho Mulhar held the 
village after the Treaty; but he considered that the fact Dmt a pension equal 
to the revenue of the village w as granted showed that the claim was con¬ 
sidered eqiiitablet 

10, Mr. firown^s statement is inconsistent with Mr. McDonnelfs 
ment, prepoied just after the war, "that the village went in the 

of 1817,'' and with the fact that it was not included in the list forwarded by 
Mr. Elphiiutone to Galcalta. 

11. The Hlght Honorable Ihe^'l^ vemor in Ckmncil is, therefore, constrained 
to adopt the^nclnaioa thdt pension was granted as Or '* sort of bounty," 
■ceotdiii^ to Mr. Warden's ^iLraae. This is the conclusion to which a strict 
cx^pomation of the facts in connection with the principlcB which have 

the aettleaieat of the country would suggest; but under all 
ctroumatihocea the case my be referred fbr the dual instructions of the 
^ Honondde Court, os to whether the pension 1110 ]] be entirely rei^umed 
or a moiety ^bntiitued for the tile of Ragho Mullrar's son. 








